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THE BLACK ART IN AN AGE OF LIGHT. 

Staffordshire may now claim the honour of having 
produced the most consummate villain, and the greatest 
fool, in England. At the recent assizes for that noto- 
rious county, JAMES TUNNICLIFF was tried for ob- 
taining about £30 of Tuomas CHARLESWORTH, by 
falsely pretending that the prosecutor, his wife, child, 
cattle, horses, and goods, were bewitched, and that 
he, the prisoner, had power to remove the spell. 
The prosecutor was described as a substantial farmer, 
and a very respectable looking young man. He mar- 
ried at the end of 1855. At that time, his mother 
was living with him, but she left in the following 
February. As often happens, she disagreed with her 
son’s wife, and they parted, after a lively interchange of 
compliments. The old lady probably believed, as old 
ladies will, that her daughter-in-law was a useless, 
thriftless thing, that would bring discomfort and ruin 
on her son, and she felt under no obligation whatever 
to conceal her thoughts ; so she quitted her son’s house, 
uttering a dire prediction of impending woes. Some 
art of her prophecy, being quite consistent with pro- 
fability, was fulfilled ; and her son’s superstition being 
. thus set at work, brought on him greater calami- 
ties than any she had ever threatened. After the 
mother’s departure, the cheese would not turn, and 
the dairymaid was taken ill. The former event no 
doubt arose out of the unskilfulness of mistress and 
servant, and the latter from natural causes. But it 
was suggested to the prosecutor that these misfor- 
tunes were caused by witchcraft, and that he should 
apply to the prisoner, who was in the habit of stopping 
Sichersh, to contend against the infernal powers. ‘The 
prisoner, it appears, in the intervals of his sublime func- 
tion, kept a beer-shop. Probably he thought that the 
sanctity of his character would be enhanced by his thus 
following a trade. The apostle Paut, it might be re- 
membered by the neighbours, wasatentmaker. Resist- 
ing witchcraft, however, proved far more profitable than 
selling beer. At the very first visit, he received from 
the prosecutor between £6 and £7 for disenchanting 
himself, his wife, the twenty-seven cows, the dairymaid, 
and the cheese-kettle. But next day, the unfortunate 
family were no better; and still the cheese would not 
“come.” The prosecutor went to the prisoner’s house 
to fetch him, and there drank two cups of ale, and was 
very ill on his way home. It was suggested that the 
prisoner caused this illness by drugging the beer, in 
order to obtain the opportunity of pretending that 
his dupe was now under the influence of a more potent 
spell, which had been invoked since yesterday by the 
incensed matron. We soon hear that the magician 
| became regularly installed in the house of his silly victim, 
and there found ample opportunities, no doubt, of pro- 
_ ducing appearances for removing which he might be 
_ paid handsomely. The prosecutor’s mother came to 





his house about this time, and the prisoner assured him 
that she had again put a curse on everything, and he 
must have more money to counteract her spells. On 
this occasion, he charged 3s. 6d. a-head for all the sheep, 
calves, and pigs, and 5s. for the baby, and received in 
all £15. The prisoner resided for some time in the 
prosecutor’s house as a servant. What became of the 
‘Royal Oak” meanwhile we are not informed. Per- 
haps, the landlord charged his familiar spirit to act as 
tapster, and tokeep the score. Sr. Dunsran’s servant, 
we know, borrowed his master’s powers, and com- 
manded a broomstick to do the former office for him ; 
and it obeyed only too well, for the monk was drowned 
in beer. The supposed enchantment began in April, 
1856, and continued until the 17th of last month, when 
the prosecutor began to perceive the true nature of the 
spell that bound him, and ordered the prisoner off his 
premises. The amount realised by this ten months’ 
course of knavery was stated to have been £30. 

After such an example of credulity in our own day, 
we shall have no difficulty in understanding the facilit 
with which convictions were obtained for witcherak 
two or three centuries ago. In the time of James L., 
the dowager Mrs. CHARLESWORTH would certainly have 
been burned or drowned, as was the fate of many an 
ancient female with a crabbed temper and a eR 
tongue. It was shown that the prosecutor and his wife 
were habitual topers. Their health was impaired, and 
their faculties were confused by the malignant influence 
of the bottle-imp. But they insisted upon ascribing these 
ordinary results of every-day vice to a supernatural 
agency. ‘The prosecutor helieved that his father was 
bewitched eight years ago, ‘‘ because he was in a poor 
low way.” ‘The fact was, that the father died of de- 
lirium tremens, produced by drinking. The neighbours 
suggested, in a common-sense way, that if the prose- 
cutor and his wife would eat more and drink less, they 
would be better, and might kick the prisoner off the 
premises. The wife, we suppose, had more of the 
imaginative faculty than her husband, and consequently 
her description of the nocturnal spirits’ working is far 
more terrible than his. ‘*‘We heard the cows all 
lament, and the horses prancing, the dog howling, and 
a many strange noises.” The prisoner one night went 
into a room alone, saying that it would be either death 
or glory to him, and he returned with ‘a blueness 
over him,” and announcing his victory in the spiritual 
strife. Another night, Mrs. CHARLESWoRTH told the 
court, that she ‘‘ was snatched up in bed as straight as 
I am now, and was shaken all to death.” The prisoner 
was sleeping in the same room with the prosecutor and 
his wife. He got out of bed, and lit the candle, and 
brought Mrs CHar.eswortu’s Bible to her bedside. 
On cross-examination, the solemnity of this midnight 
scene was a little impaired by the admission that he 
also assisted her to adrop of brandy. This soothed her, 
and she “ went better after that.” The Bible, according 
to the prisoner, was stopped by him in the very act of 
making to itself legs, and walking off to aid in some way 
the incantations of the rival wizard. The “shakings” 
of Mrs. CHAaRLEsworTH lasted for two hours. There 
seemed to be cats fighting in the room, and yells were 
heard “like unto adog, but louder.” Another night there 
was an awful shaking at the door, and ‘we said the 
Lorp’s Prayer ;” and then, of course, they had a drop 
of gin. They went in terror to the house of Mr. Corr, 
a near neighbour, who had given them the sensible 
advice before aliuded to, and told him that if they had 
not said the Lorp’s Prayer the house would have fallen 
down. Mrs. CHARLESworTH complained that her lips 
were parched, and Mr. Corr recommended a little gin- 
and-water. The lady “declined the water,” and took a 
glass of neat gin. On another occasion the dog was 
very bad, and appeared either all on fire, or to be fol- 
lowed by another fiery dog. This story, too, was con- 
firmed by a servant girl, who betrayed no partiality for 
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either brandy or gin, and who, as she possessed some 
small glimmering of unobscured intelligence, appears 
to have suspected the fraudulent practices of the pri- 
soner. She, however, sober and sensible as she was, 
deposed to seeing ‘our dog, and the shape of another 
dog after it, all on fire.” Still, when she felt ill herself, 
she impeached neither the prisoner nor anybody else of 
withcraft, but complained to her master that the pri- 
soner had dosed her, and soon after that he was sent away. 

The delusion had thus lasted for full ten months, and 
might have prevailed much longer, but that the prisoner 
was so unwise as to ‘‘have some words” with this ser- 
vant girl, whom he should rather have striven to make his 
friend. By a most superfluous and unfortunate exercise 
of his divining skill he ‘‘ found out something ” between 
the dairymaid and the cowman, and imparted his dis- 
covery, real or pretended, to the mistress. The girl 
“gave him a bit of her mind”—a favour which she 
also bestowed very effectively on the counsel who cross- 
examined her—and from this moment the star of Tun- 
NiciFF declined ; his influence over his dupes gave way 
as soon as they made the smallest inquiry into his pre- 
tences. In a few days he was waited upon by a police- 
inspector, and he is now undergoing a sentence of twelve 
months’ hard labour, which, for a rogue who has lived, 
and lived well, by simple lazy lying, is certainly an appro- 
priate punishment. Perhaps no stranger history than 
this was ever told in a court of justice. We see gross 
and degrading superstition co-existent with, if not fos- 
tered by, intemperance. We see that this superstition 
at once tempts impostors to make the most extravagant 
claims to supernatural power, and prepares the minds of 
of their dupes to believe the wildest and most monstrous 
charges of infernal practice. We can now readily under- 
stand, and very slowly censure, the boundless credulity 
of bygone ages; and we must confess with shame that we 
are little or not at all superior in enlightenment to our 
forefathers. Ignorance is as dark, superstition as ram- 
pant, imposture as bold asever. But, in one respect, 
the progress of the world’s life has not been in vain. 
If we read the proceedings of the witch-finders of the 
time of James I., and then contrast with them the 
patient hearing and careful summing up of Mr. 
Justice W1LLEs—his anxious consideration of the tech- 
nical point raised on the prisoner's behalf by his able 
counsel, and his consultation, before deciding it, with 
his Brother Crowper—and, lastly, the just but still 
humane severity of the sentence passed—if we con- 
sider all these things, they may strengthen us in the 
belief—often it may be very rudely shaken—that the 
march of civilisation is indeed onward, and that our age 
is really better than those that have gone before it. 


> 
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THE TREATMENT OF CRIMINALS. 

Mr, Pearson, the City Solicitor, has published a 
pamphlet bearing for its title the question—‘t What is 
to be done with our Criminals?” The temporary ex- 
citement of politics may postpone its consideration, but 
few subjects stand more in need of comprehensive and 
statesmanlike treatment. We called attention to some of 
its features several weeks ago, in commenting on the 
debate on transportation, and took that opportunity of 
expressing our conviction that the measures proposed 
by the Government were mere stopgaps, which would 
only be valuable if they were followed up by enact- 
ments of a wider scope. Mr. Prarson’s pamphlet is 
intended to suggest a plan of that kind; and it is due 
not only to the importance of the suggestion but also 
to the position of the advocate, to consider its merits. 
Aceording to Mr. Pearson, there are three systems 
for the management of criminals, amongst which the 
range of our choice is limited. First, there is the cruel 
and. cheap system; secondly, the expensive and effe- 
minate system; and thirdly, the self-supporting and 
manly system. The cheap and cruel system Mr. 





Pearson considers as exploded, though it seems, ac- 
cording to his account, to have answered its purpose. 
The expensive and effeminate system he considers to 
be a failure; whilst the merits of the proposed manly 
and ee rrp system are entirely matter of con- 
jecture—though of conjecture which in his hands is to 
the last degree hopeful and promising. One peculiarity 
of Mr. Prarson’s remarks is, that he recognises facts 
which do not correspond to his own views. He admits 
that the cheap and cruel system attained its object toa 
very great extent indeed; and it is no slight symptom 
of honesty, as times go, for a man to dare to confess that 
by unflinchingly hanging all persons guilty of crimes of a 
certain degree of gravity, a considerable diminution in 
the number of criminals may be effected. Great re- 
straints, no doubt, both are and ought to be imposed by 
public sentiment on the severity of legal punishments; 
but Mr. Pearson’s pamphlet proves convincingly 
that within these limits severity of punishment is a 
most valuable and powerful auxiliary to law. Mr. 
Prarson’s exposure of the expensive and effeminate 
system of prison discipline appears to us both power- 
ful and satisfactory; but when we come to his third 
head—the proposal of a self-supporting and manly 
system—our confidence in the soundness of his con- 
clusions is very rudely shaken. Mr. Prarson’s scheme, 
in its leading characteristics, resembles the mark system, 
invented, we believe, by Captain Maconocuie. 
The essential feature of this system is, that the 
—— is to be sentenced to so many hours of 
abour; that he is to be considered as having a 
right only to bread and water; but that he is 
to be allowed by labour not only to work out his 
sentence, but also to improve his diet while so 
doing. Thus, if a man were to work for twelve 
hours, he would not only shorten his sentence by that 
amount, but earn into the bargain 6d. worth of im- 
proved diet. This scheme rests on the principle that 
idleness is the chief cause of crime; that labour must, 
therefore, be the most effectual remedy for it; and the 
hope of obtaining the means of indulgence for cer- 
tain appetites is the force by which the whole machine 
is to be set in motion. We do not doubt that these 
views may furnish valuable suggestions for the improve- 
ment of prison discipline; but for two reasons which 
appear to us conclusive, we cannot join in Mr. PEAr- 
son’s anticipation of obtaining any important results 
from adopting them in their full extent. 

Mr. PEARSON appears to us to fall into the common 
error of almost all systematic writers, in looking upon 
human nature as being very much simpler than ex- 
perience shows it to be. Theft is, no doubt, the com- 
monest of crimes, and idleness is very often the predis- 
posing cause of theft; but there are many crimes which 
are as congenial to an energetic disposition as theft is to 
an idle one, and we do not see that a system of which 
the very best that can be said is, that it has some ten- 
dency to foster habits of industry and self-control, has 
any special means of affecting such persons. Anger and 
lust lead men into crime almost as often as idleness; 
the crimes so produced are of a far deeper dye than 
theft, and they are usually committed by men of an 
energetic temperament. It would seem, therefore, that 
Mr. PEARson’s system is so arranged as to have almost 
no special influence on the very worst and most dangerous 
class ofcriminals. Even with respect to those for whom it 
is more peculiarly intended, we are very sceptical as to its 
power. All that it does, is to place the criminal under the 
same system under which the constitution of nature has 
placed us all, though in a rather less palpable manner. 
Indeed, in Mr. Pearson’s eyes, this is the great recom- 
mendation of the scheme, and he is at considerable 
pains to prove, by theological considerations, that his 
system is only a new application of the original curse 
upon the ground which followed Adam’s sin. If thisis 





80, we can only say; that the fact itself seems incon- 








- iia ta _-. eee gn ion di eee de oe oe i bik eee ee og yee 


Cho 8 rot rwHoet a See a eo mMa wm twH ae at eee See eo 


gaeoaantefon 








C- 


se 


ich 
.R- 
Its 


on 
yon 
2X- 
m- 
jis- 
ich 
; to 
ich 
en- 


und 
83 ; 
1dn 


hat 
ost 
ous 
n it 
its 
the 
has 


ym- 
ble 
his 
se 
is is 
on- 





Mar. 28, 1857. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


307 








sistent with the soundness of his proposal. The people 
whom he proposes to reform by the application of the 
law of nature, are precisely those respecting whom it has 
been already proved that they are beyond the reach of 
that law. If the prospect of remote advantages to be ob- 
tained by a course of self-denying labour, and of some 
slight additional comfort in their way of life were suf- 
ficient for the purpose of reforming criminals, this pro- 
spect would have been sufficient for the purpose of pre- 
venting them from becoming criminals. It seems 
to us little less than absurd to suppose that a 
man who preferred theft with its frequent hard- 
ships and positive dangers to a life of industry, 
leading, through self-denial, to comfort and independ- 
ence, would be likely, of his own accord, to prefer 
self-denial and labour to idleness. We believe, that 
one of Mr. Prarson’s ‘manly and self-supporting ” 
prisons would, in fact, be much the same as any other 
prison. The hope of earning freedom a little sooner, 
or even of earning tea and beer at the end of the week, 
would act faintly on people whose views of life are 
generally limited to the day’s indulgence ; and we feel 
satisfied that to ninety-nine prisoners in a hundred 
the system would make little difference; whilst the 
hundredth man would probably not require its interven- 
tion. 

Our doubts about Mr. Prarson’s views apply even 
more strongly to his hopes of making his prisons “‘self- 
supporting ” than to his hopes of making them ‘“ manly.” 
It is quite true that ‘the confiscated labour” of a 
great number of tailors, shoemakers, carpenters, and 
agricultural labourers, seems, at first sight, to be eapa- 
ble of forming a very valuable fund, but there are some 
considerations which Mr. PEARSON appears to us to 
overlook, which materially diminish its value. The 
value of labour depends entirely upon the operation 
of the law of supply and demand. If 100 tailors 
were to make a present of themselves to the town 
of Aylesbury, saying, ‘‘our labour is worth so much 
per man per day, therefore, you must of necessity be 
able to maintain us | races to yourselves,” we 
suspect that the town of Aylesbury would be but little 
obliged for the offer. A man’s labour is only valuable 
in certain places, and at certain times. Suppose, for 
example, there were amongst the convicts ten attorneys, 
ten barristers, ten physicians, and ten clergymen, how 
would Mr. Pearson employ them? Their labour, 
under favourable circumstances, would be worth that of 
perhaps 500 or 600 farm-servants, but when they were 
all brought together in one place it would be utterly 
worthless. This particular case, of course, is not likely 
to arise; but the operation of the criminal law would 
bring people together in a manner quite as arbitrary. 
It is not at all an absurd supposition, for example, that 
the population of the ‘‘ manly” prisons might consist of 
button makers, smiths, framework knitters, small shop- 
keepers, tramps, stationers, miners, butchers, and here 
and there a gentleman or two. How could the labour 
of such a heterogeneous mass be turned to such a pro- 
fitable account as to pay for a prison inclosing a park 
of 1,000 or 2,000 acres of land? 

We have left out of account one of the most impor- 
tant objections to the scheme. We cannot be persuaded 
out of the belief that the great object of punishment is 
to deter men from crime, and to avenge society upon 
those who have committed it. Reformation is all very 
well in its way, but it is an entirely secondary and sub- 
ordinate object. Men should be reformed out of jail ; 
when they come there, they come to be punished. 


<= 
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UNSEATING A MEMBER. 

Before we next address our readers, the fever fit will have in 
great measure subsided, and the national pulse have resumed its 
normal condition. Most of the borough “returns” will have 
showered in upon Mr. Romitxy, their official recipient, though 








it will not be known in many counties what knights, “ most fit 
and discreet, girt with swords” (in the old fashioned phraseology 
still adhered to), have been chosen to serve in the new Parlia- 
ment. Even while we write, the struggle, in many constituencies 
is over; but amongst that constituency which we editorially repre- 
sent, we reflect with pleasure that the fun is only beginning. The 
game of electioneering is one in which no one need take a part 
unless he pleases, and in whieh the players are well able to pay 
for their amusement. Hence the attorney who makes a “ good 
thing” out of an agency or an election petition is not disturbed, 
as he sometimes has occasion to be, in a contested and profitable 
lawsuit, by remembering that that which has given him where- 
withal to live, has probably brought misery and privation to one 
or other of the litigants. 

Though, then, we repeat, an election be closed, it would be a 
great mistake for the friends of the rejected candidate to suppose 
that there is no room for hope; or for him who fills the envied 
position of “head of the poll,” to rejoice over much at the 
success he has achieved. The wary practitioner at Guildhall 
shakes his head, while his client is toasting his verdict, for 
visions of the rule nisi which may be impending rise and 
trouble him. And, in like manner, the danger of a “ petition 
against the return” can scarcely ever be altogether disregarded 
during the first fortnight after the meeting of the new Parlia- 
ment; though the humanity of our law has limited the time 
within which it can be presented, unless under special cireum- 
stances, to that reasonable period. It may possibly stimulate 
the exertions or allay the fears of some of our readers, if we 
devote a little space to the consideration of the more usual 
grounds, on which a member is sought to be unseated by the 
verdict of an election committee. 

During the Parliament which preceded that which has just 
expired there were between thirty and forty controverted elec- 
tions; and in about two-thirds of these one or both of the 
members were unseated. The grounds of the petition in the 
larger number were bribery or treating; three were on ac- 
count of the member being disqualified to sit; and two were in 
respect of the insufficiency of the notice of election. These 
data are sufficient to raise a considerable probability that such 
of the present elections as may hereafter be controverted, will 
be fought upon one or other of these grounds, or upon the fresh 
one, of undue influence, which the Corrupt Practices Act of 1854 
defined for the first time, if it did not altogether create. 

Of these grounds for avoiding an election, that of bribery 
and treating has always been the most important; and as to 
the offence of “bribery,” it cannot be too carefully borne in 
mind that the effect of the recent statute upon it is by no means 
merely to consolidate previous provisions. A new and most 
complicated definition is laid down; bribery in the candidate 
is carefully distinguished from bribery in the voter; the agent 
and the subject are impartially punished ; while many acts and 
payments of the candidate or his agents, which under the old 
law would have passed muster, will now be impaled on one or 
other of the five forks of the famous 2nd section. Thus, 
it was formerly held that the voter must have accepted the 
bribe in order to complete the offence; but now, to tamper 
with a coy elector is as dangerous as if your five-pound note 
were buttoned into his breeches’ pocket. So also the present 
Act for the first time places /oans on the same footing as regards 
the lender as absolute gifts—a species of corruption which, as 
some of us may remember, was especially denounced and 
mourned over by the committee which sat on the Lyme Regis 
election in the year 1842, but which could not be reached by the 
statutes against bribery then in force. The same may be said 
of payments of parochial rates for the purpose of enabling a 
voter to be registered, and the voluntary discharge of a voter’s 
bill for services bond fide performed, but payment of which had 
been refused till the time of election. Such solicitude that all 
should enjoy their franchise, or such conscientious awakening 
as that last mentioned, will no longer be safe in its consequences, 
though, under the less uneasy virtue of other days, they have 
both, we believe, run the gauntlet of an election committee. 
Then, again, the offence of bribery in the voter has been now 
extended so as to make the act complete on his agreeing to 
vote corruptly as requested, whereas, it was formerly essential 
that he should have actually voted before his crime was com- 
mitted. This species of bribery, however, inasmuch as it does 
not affect our immediate subject—viz. the displacement of a 
member, we shall pass over without further notice, except to 
express our astonishment at’ the singular conduct of those Who 
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framed this Act, in repealing and failing to re-enact the 2 Geo. 2, 
c. 24, by which it was made penal in a voter to ask for a bribe, 
though the request were not acceded to. Did any compassion 
for human frailty dictate this leniency, or was it only one of 
those omissions which our future Minister of Justice is to pro- 
tect us against ? 

“ Treating,” as distinct from bribery, though it has been care- 
fully prohibited since the ‘‘ Treating resolution” of the year 
1677, has yet been always considered as an offence of inferior 
malignity ; and the new Act recognises and preserves the dis- 
tinction, by making the one indictable, while it visits the other 
with pecuniary penalties only. As regards the seat of the 

member whose return is petitioned against, however, there is no 
practical difference, for his election will be declared void if the 
committee report against him on this point. And if he be sued 
for the penalty attached by the statute to “Treating,” and 
proof be made to the revising barrister that judgment has been 
obtained against him, he will for ever lose his franchise equally 
as if the offence had been bribery, and—like a weasel nailed 
against a barn—will be exhibited in a special list on the church 
doors and other public places, for the warning of others. Such 
being the consequence of treating in reference to the seat and 
the electoral franchise, it is very important rightly to appre- 
hend its nature. But, as to this, little additional aid is af- 
forded by the new statute. The “ corrupt” motive of the 
treater is still, as under the previous provision of 5 & 6 
Vict. c. 102, s. 22, essential to the commission of 
this offence. But greater facilities for ascertaining the in- 
tention and rebutting the presumption of its being corrupt, 
which arises from acts of the candidate’s agents, seem now to 
be afforded by recent legislation, viz. by the Evidence Amend- 
ment Act (14 & 15 Vict. c. 99), which gives the committee 
power for the first time to examine, if they see fit to do so, 
the candidate himself on oath. Hitherto such acts have been 
held conclusive, as for example when Mr. DEERING was 
unseated for Aylesbury, in 1851, on its being shown that his 
agents were present at some entertainments given to voters 
after they had polled, though the practice of such entertain- 
ments had been always customary on both sides at elections for 
that borough. 

To pass on to another ground for controverting an election— 
the “disqualification” of the member returned. This may 
happen, in the first place, from his not possessing the requisite 
amount of property required for this purpose, as fixed by 
1&2 Vict. c. 48—a declaration as to which he must make 
within twenty-four hours after being required so to do by any 
other candidate, or by any two registered voters having a 
right to vote, and which he is moreover bound to deliver at the 
table of the House before he either sits or votes; or he may 
be disqualified by filling some office, or being engaged in some 
occupation inconsistent by law with a seat in Parliament; or 
from infancy; or by his having been unseated for the same 
place, in the same Parliament, in consequence of the express 
or unexpressed resolution of a committee that he had been 
guilty of bribery, treating, or undue influence. 

As to the offence of “ undue influence,” which has been esta- 
blished, or, at least, defined by the Corrupt Practices Act, and 
made not only liable to pecuniary penalties and permanent loss 
of the elective franchise, but punishable by fine or imprisonment 
as a misdemeanor, it seems to include four principal species: 1. 
The use or threat of open force or violence by riot or otherwise. 
2. The infliction or threat of any injury, damage, harm, or loss, 
in respect of votes. 3. Any practice of intimidation not coming 
under the former heads. 4. Impeding by abduction, duress, or 
any fraudulent conduct, the due exercise of a voter’s franchise. 
Landlords and agents, priests and middlemen, bullies and 
schemers, ponder well the reports of the Sligo and of the 
Cockermouth committees in reference to some of these practices ; 
for it was in consequence of these disclosures, and against you, 
that these provisions have been framed. 

If there be no grounds for alleging bribery, treating, or 
undue influence, and the member returned be in all respects 
properly qualified, the other side is in evil case; but even here 
an arrow may possibly be discharged through the loop-hole of 
irregularity. We have already mentioned that in two contro- 
verted elections of late years the ground of the petition was the 
insufficiency of the notice of the place and time of holding the 
election. One of these was the case of the Rye election, in 
1848, which was declared void because three clear days’ notice 
from the day of proclamation, of the day on which the election 
was to be held, had not been given as required by 3 & 4 Vict. 
c. 81. The other was the Sligo election, in the same year, in 
which the ground relied on was that the notice had not been 





signed in the hand writing of the mayor—an objection, how- 
ever, which was over-ruled by the committee. 

And, now—to borrow the pleasant metaphor of the Governor 
of the British Bank to his absent and sporting Manager—we 
conclude by saying to all of our readers who may be nursing a 
petition,—“‘ We wish you much success, whatever game you 
may be after.” 


> 
> 


Legal Nets. 





On Saturday last, the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council gave a judgment which will have excited greater 
interest in clerical than in legal circles, and which pro- 
bably was known to several clergymen who on Sunday 
betrayed their ignorance of another important, and 
exactly contemporaneous event—the dissolution of Par- 
liament. It may be proper to state shortly the points 
decided in the cases of Liddell and Horne v. Westerton, 
and Liddell v. Beal, in which four common-lawyers 
have partially reversed the judgments of two eminent 
civilians, and this with the full concurrence of the Arch- 
bishop of CANTERBURY and the Bishop of Lonpon, 
from whose courts the appeals came, and, we presume, 
to the great satisfaction of that party in the Church 
which protested so energetically against the interven- 
tion of laymen in the GorHAM case. 

The Judicial Committee, in the first place, decide that 
the wooden cross erected on the chancel screen of St. Bar- 
nabas, Pimlico, is to be considered as a mere architectural 
ornament, and the judgment ordering its removal is re- 
versed. ‘The greater portion of the judicial argument is 
directed to the investigation of this subject, and the Com- 
mittee conclude that crosses, as distinguished from 
crucifixes, have been in use as ornaments of churches 
from the earliest periods of Christianity, and that, when 
used as mere emblems of the Christian faith, and not as 
objects of superstitious reverence, they may still law- 
fully be erected as architectural decorations of churches. 
The next question was whether the stone structure at 
St. Barnabas was a communion table within the mean- 
ing of the canons and the rubric, and the Committee 
held clearly that it was not. The decree ordering the 
chapelwardens of St. Barnabas to remove the present 
structure of stone, and to provide, instead thereof, a 
moveable table of wood, was therefore affirmed. Then, 
with respect to the wooden cross attached to the com- 
munion table at St. Paul’s, Knightsbridge :—The Com- 
mittee were of opinion, that the communion table in- 
tended by the canon was a table in the ordinary sense 
of the word, flat and moveable, capable of being covered 
with a cloth, at which, or around which, the communi- 
cants might be placed; and the question was, 
whether the existence of a cross attached to the 
table was consistent, either with the spirit or 
with the letter of these regulations, and the Com- 
mittee were clearly of opinion that it was not. Upon 
this point, therefore, the decree complained of was 
affirmed. Next, as to the credence-tables. The Com- 
mittee were not prepared to hold that the use of 
all articles not expressly mentioned in the rubric, 
although quite consistent with, and even subsidiary to, 
the service, is forbidden. Organs are not mentioned; 
yet, because they are auxiliary to the singing, they are 
allowed. Now, a credence-table is simply a small side- 
table on which the bread and wine are placed before 
the consecration. Their removal had been ordered, on 
the ground that they were adjuncts to an altar ; but the 
Committee thought they might be more properly re- 
garded as adjuncts to a communion-table. As to the 
credence-tables, therefore, the sentence appealed against 
was reversed. Then, as to the embroidered cloths, it 
had been argued that the canon did not mention—and 
therefore, by implication, excluded—more than one 
covering ; but the Committee were unable to adopt this 
construction. An order that a table should always be 
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covered, surely did not oy that it should be always 
covered with the same cloth, or with a cloth of the 
same colour or texture. The sentence as to the cloths 
used for covering the table was therefore reversed. 
The last question was with respect to the embroidered 
linen and lace used on the communion-table at the time 
of the ministration of the communion. The rubric and 
the canon prescribe the use of a fair white linen cloth, 
and both the judges in the courts below had held that 
embroidery and lace were not consistent with that ex- 
pression. The Committee, although not disposed to 
abridge the discretion allowed to congregations, did not, 
on the whole, dissent from the construction adopted by 
the decree, which, upon this point, was consequently 
affirmed. 

The whole result is, that on three points— 

As to the wooden cross on the chancel screen, 
As to the credence tables, 
And as to the embroidered cloths, 

the judgment of the court below is reversed. 

And on three other points— 

As to the stone altar, and the cross upon it, at 
St. Barnabas, 
As to the wooden cross attached to the com- 
munion-table at St. Paul’s, 
And as to the embroidered linen and lace used 
during the sacrament, 
the judgment of the court below is affirmed. 

In the proceedings below, as well as in the appeals, 
each party bears his own costs. The members of the 
Committee present were Lord WENSLEYDALE, Mr. 
PEMBERTON LEIGH, Sir JoHN PAtreson, and Sir W. 
H. Mavuite. The Lorp CHanceitor would have at- 
tended, but was prevented by public duties. The judg- 
ment, of which we have thus given the outlines, is a 
very clear and able and highly interesting piece of 
reasoning, and it will abundantly repay perusal, even 
by those lawyers who feel the smallest sympathy with 
the controversies decided by it. 





The further and concluding examination of Mr. 
EspAILE, the late Governor of the Royal British Bank, 
was remarkable, among other things, for the production 
of a report drawn up in a poetical and almost religious 
tone, which gives the last finishing touch to this 
wonderful picture of commercial morals :—‘‘ The con- 
tributions of innumerable small rills”—thus runs this 
magniloquent composition—‘ gradually swelling into 
a mighty head, might be diffused so as to irrigate and 
fructify the surrounding space, and be a blessing to the 

ivers and receivers.” Evidently, the Royal British 

ank was a portion of the divine economy of nature— 
a beneficent dispensation for which mankind at large 
ought to have joined the directors in their gratitude. 
The Board appears to have been fertile in pious senti- 
ments. Mr. Watton, the deceased governor, wrote a 
letter to the manager, which alone would immortalise 
the British Bank. He states plainly that if discount is 
refused, his house must stop, as well as two directors, 
and several other persons connected with the bank, and 
that these failures would bring down the bank itself. 
Mr. WALTON is dead, and his representatives allege that 
the bank sustained no loss by him. However this may 
be, his letter equally deserves attention, as an example 
of the way in which bad became worse, in endeavours 
to support houses whose credit involved that of the bank 
itself. Mr. Watton’s letter, too, has its touch of piety. 
He has beenill, but is recovering, and hopes, ‘t by Gop’s 
blessing,” to be in town next week. So Mr.Esparze, during 
his examination, thanked Gop that his hands were clean ; 
a sentiment which, we regret to say, did not appear to 
call forth a corresponding religious emotion among his 
auditors. It has been said that the days of private banks 
are numbered, and it would seem that on every point 
they are threatened with a formidable competition. Ifa 
grave demeanour, and a biblical turn of expression, were 





useful to Sir Joun Dean Paut, the same advantages 
were providently secured by the Directors of the Royal 
British Bank. To say that a joint-stock bank would 
be as beneficial to the community as a savings’ bank 
is certainly a bold, and perhaps a dubious, proposition. 
But the scriptural studies of the Board enabled them 
to banish all doubt and cavil on this point by a re- 
markable and totally unexpected application of a well- 
known text :—The profits of the Royal British Bank are 
compared to the gains of the good and faithful servant, 
while the managers of savings’ banks are likened to un- 
profitable servants who kept their lord’s pound laid up 
in a napkin until he asked for it. Surely if the cup of 
bitterness of the depositors in this bank was not full 
before, this sacred quotation must move them beyond 
endurance. What would they not now give to have 
been the masters of such unprofitable servants, and 
to see their pounds forthcoming from some safe 
hoarding-place, neither increased nor diminished by the 
exuberant activity of the depositaries ! 





The Times of yesterday contained a report of a case 
(Davis vy. Abraham) before V. C. Woop, and a note is 
appended to the case calling attention to it as ‘* another 
illustration of the speedy administration of justice in 
the Court of Chancery under the new practice.” ‘ The 
contract sought to be enforced,” says the Times, ‘‘ was 
made in January, the claim filed in February, and a 
decree made in a most hostile suit on the 26th March.” 
Now, we have ourselves attempted recently to give 
some answer to the extravagant abuse lavished by the 
Times on the Court of Chancery, and to show that the 
delay imputed to it had ceased to be fairly chargeable. 
We complained that the Times persisted in referring to 
the traditions of Lord Expon’s torpid period, rather 
than to the facts of the present more active age. But 
if the defence we thus offered wanted anything in force or 
in publicity, the Times itself has now supplied a most con- 
vincing refutation of its own argument. Henceforth, we 
shall not ask the writers in the leading journal to take 
the trouble to visit the courts they so liberally abuse, 
nor even to consult any authorised report or legal publi- 
cation in order to learn the course of business. All we 
have to suggest is that these gentlemen will condescend 
to make nado moderately well acquainted with 
the contents of the paper in which they undertake to 
write. And whenever the questions of reforming the 
Ecclesiastical Courts, and of settling the present con- 
flict of jurisdiction between Chancery and Bankruptcy, 
shall be revived, we do hope that these questions will 
be discussed on their proper merits, and that the 
Times will not fly off into vehement vituperation of a 
Court of Chancery, which, whatever may be its other 
good or evil qualities, does certainly dispose of the 
business that comes before its judges with a promptitude 
so extraordinary, that some persons, including the 
Editor of the Times, require to hear the statement a 
hundred times repeated before their faculties can 
embrace it. 

We ought not, however, to disguise the fact that the 

rogress of business in certain offices of the Court 
is not altogether free from the imputation of unneces- 
sary and harassing delay. It is most unfortunate that 
all questions of real difficulty in a suit should be dis- 
posed of promptly, and yet that it should be kept open 
pending the settlement of matters of account, and the 
arrangement of details, which require only method 
and assiduity for their speedy termination. On 
this subject, we republish below a letter which ap- 
peared in the Daily News of Tuesday. It is manifestly 
written by some one who knows little or nothing of the 
system he undertakes to criticise. On this account, per- 
haps, it may be treated by some readers with contempt 
or ridicule; but this, we think, would be a mistake. 
Evidently, there is at the bottom some real grievance ; 
and the wisest course would be, to endeavour to discover 
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what it is, showing the complainant where he is wrong, 
and, so far as he is right, attempting to suggest a 
remedy. We shall probably take an early opportunity 
of considering this subject at greater length. 

The following is the letter referred to :-— 


“PRETENDED CHANCERY REFORMS, 
“ To the Editor of the Daily News. 


“Srr,—A great deal has been recently said and written 
about the reforms of the Court of Chancery, but I trust to 
convince your readers, with as much conciseness as possible, 
that those reforms are in a great measure visionary and 
chimerical, and that, if they were called “deforms,” it would 
be a more apt and appropriate expression ; and in support of 
this assertion I shall, with your permission, adduce a few 
instances (among many) of the practical working of the system. 
It is usual when an order or decree is made or pronounced 
to refer the carriage or conduct of it to the chief clerk of the 
judge by whom it was made, with a view of ascertaining, by 
preliminary inquiries, particular facts and circumstances 
preparatory to the final hearing of the cause. Well, how do 
you suppose these inquiries are carried into execution? Why, 
in this manner: Instead of proceeding day by day until the 
matter or subject be exhausted, a month generally intervenes 
between one attendance or proceeding before the chief clerk 
and another, and then half the time is frittered away in en- 
deavouring to remember or re-trace what had been done on the 
former attendance. For this purpose the chief clerk pulls down 
and refers to a ponderous portfolio alphabetically arranged, 
embracing the papers in the cause, and after he has turned over 
the leaves, and divested himself of a few hums and haws, he 
finds that he cannot glean anything from the aforesaid port- 
folio, whereupon he appeals to the solicitors concerned to brush 
up his memory; and their version of the affair is very often 
irreconcilable and contradictory, and thus the half-hour 
usually allotted for the disposal of such matters is frittered 
away without anything effectual being done towards ter- 
minating or winding up the suit. This chief clerk, more- 
over, requires to be furnished with a duplicate of every 
document and paper filed for his own use; and only picture 
to yourself, in such a case as that of the British Bank alone, 
what a formidable sum must have been squandered away for 
these superfluous documents, amounting in round numbers, as 
I understand, to £5,000, a sum which would materially 
assist in securing to the unfortunate creditors a second divi- 
dend. Another prolific source of delay, expense, and vexation 
is the one which requires the papers of the solicitors to be 
left before the taxation of their bill of costs, and for this 
purpose a bevy of solicitors may be seen wending their way 
in the morning, closely followed by two or three clerks, in 
the direction of Lincoln’s-inn-square, heavily laden with 
the precious documents, and perspiring in every pore. This 
is done, it seems, in order that the length of the plead- 
ings, the fees paid to counsel, and other particulars, may 
be ascertained by one of the junior clerks prior to tax- 
ation; but when you call upon this subordinate to know 
whether he has accomplished this task, he puts you off from 
time to time with various excuses, such as that the matter 
had escaped his recollection, or that he had been so pressed 
that he could not attend to it, or some other excuse equally 
frivolous. Why, sir, the old system, with its manifest im- 
perfections, was decidedly preferable to the present one, in- 
cumbered and surrounded as it is with the Rules and Orders of 
1828, 1845, 1849, and 1852, and which are not only absurd 
and contradictory, but at direct variance with each other. 
Instead of charging a reasonable per-centage on the amount 
of the bill as taxed, the present system is to pay a fixed sum, 
varying according to an ascending scale; and if it be but one 
shilling over those respective amounts, the suitor has to pay 
for this paltry sum as if it were one of magnitude, a proceeding 
which cannot be defended on the ground either of justice or ex- 
pediency.—M. D., Lincoln’s-inn-fields.” 

A Curr Justice “BRAWLING” IN THE CHURCH.—The 
two learned judges now presiding in the courts at Warwick 
Assizes, attended St. Mary’s Church of the ancient town on 
Sunday morning last. The Rev. Albert Boudier, the assistant 
minister, read the service, and in the course thereof commenced 
to read the prayer usually offered during the sitting of Par- 
liament, doubtless unaware that Parliament had been dissolved 
the previous evening. Lord Campbell, who was cognisant of 


the fact of the dissolution, created some excitement by ex- 
claiming, “‘ No, no, there is no Parliament ;” upon which the 





reverend gentleman desisted from putting up an useless suppli- 
cation.— Daily News. 


THE QUEEN v. GEorGE SmirH.—In this case, which was a 
charge against the defendant, who is a solicitor in London, of 
having committed wilful and corrupt perjury at the trial of a 
cause at Guildford last summer assizes, in which he was the 
plaintiff, Mr. Prentice, who appeared for the prosecution, applied 
to enlarge the recognizances of the witnesses to the next assizes, 
He said that arule for a new trial had been obtained in the 
original matter, and the Chief Baron had expressed an opinion 
that it would be advisable that this trial should take place 
before any further proceedings upon the criminal charge were 
taken.—Mr. Baron Channell inquired if the defendant consented 
to the postponement.—Mr. Smith said he had no objection to 
the case going over.—The judge, in justice to the defendant, 
stated that it appeared he was in attendance and ready to meet 
the charge, and that the case was postponed at the request of 
the prosecution. 


Joun SADLEIR A RECEIVER IN CHANCERY.—In the case of 
Damer vy. Portarlington, a petition was presented seeking to 
put in suit certain securities against the personal representatives 
of the late John Sadleir, and against Thomas J. Eyre, James 
Sadleir, Vincent Scully, Silvester Young, and Clement William 
Sadleir, John Sadleir had been appointed receiver in the cause, 
Upon that appointment the gentlemen above-named had 
become sureties for the due exercise of the duties of the office. 
A considerable sum was alleged to be due from the deceased 
in respect of moneys which had come to his hands as receiver. 
Vice-Chancellor Kindersley ordered £4,371 which had been 
found due, to be at once paid into court. That being done, 
and an undertaking being given by the parties to pay such 
sums as should be found due on taking the accounts, the 
enforcement of the securities would stand over. 


Tue EncumsBerep Estates Court.—A return to the House 
of Lords shows that the number of abstracts of title in the office 
of the late Chief Commissioner of the Encumbered Estates 
Court in Ireland not investigated at the time of his retirement 
amounted to 118, and the number of cases in which estates had 
been sold, but the proceeds not distributed at the same date, 
to 148. 


CoMPENSATION FOR Rartway Inuurtes.—At the County. 


Sheriff’s Court at York, on Friday week, the case of Waterhouse 
v. The North Eastern Railway Company was heard. The 
declaration alleged that the plaintiff was a passenger on the 
defendants’ railway, and that through their negligence he 
sustained various injuries, in respect of which he claimed 
£4,000. The defendants suffered judgment by default, and 
the only question was as to the amount of damages. The 
plaintiff was one of the passengers in an excursion train, which 
was run into at Church Fenton station at midnight on the 25th 
of July last. He was seated in one of the carriages which was 
smashed to pieces, and sustained very serious injuries—viz., 
scalp wounds, contused shoulder, lacerated leg, and broken 
ribs. The plaintiff is a young man, 28 years of age, is married 
and has one child, and it is doubtful whether he will ever be 
able to attend to business as he was before the accident. After 
a deliberation of two hours and a half the jury returned the 
damages at £2,200. A similar case, Braim v. North Eastern 
Railway Company was next heard, the plaintiff being the 
husband of one of the passengers who was killed by the accident. 
The defendants consented to a verdict for £1,000, one half to 
go to the widower, and the other half to be equally divided 
among the children. In a third case, Nicholson v. the North 
Eastern Railway Company, the defendants agreed to give £150 
in conpensation for the injuries sustained. 


Royat British Banx.—At the Court of Bankruptcy, on 
Thursday, Mr. Linklater complained of a circular which stated 
that “the Attorney-General in Parliament, a few days ago, 
had pointed out the utter incompetency of the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy to wind up the affairs of the bank, and concluded 
that the bill he would introduce would simply remove all 
doubts as to the jurisdiction of the two courts, transfer all 
proceedings to the Court of Chancery, and confirm to it the 
exclusive jurisdiction to deal with such matters.”—Mr. Linklater 
continued: So far from the Attorney-General having expressed 
the opinion referred to, he had shown the incompetency of the 
Court of Chancery for such a task, and it was intended to 
frame a bill for the purpose of vesting in this court more power 
in a case like the present.—Mr. Lawrance said that a compre- 
hensive and simple bill had been agreed upon and printed, 
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HOME CIRCUIT. 
Kineston-on-THAmes.— March 21.— Whiting v. Wasp. 
Arbitration—Evidence insufficient to prove an award. 


The declaration in this action stated that a dispute had arisen 
between the plaintiff and the defendant with regard to the obli- 
gation of putting up a fence between adjoining properties of 
which they were respectively owners ; that they had agreed to 
refer the dispute to S., and to be bound by his award and de- 
termination ; and that, although S. had made his award and 
determination that the defendant should put up the fence, the 
defendant had refused to do so. 

The plaintiff and S. were called in support of the plaintiff’s 
case, and proved that the agreement to refer the dispute to S. 
was made in a conversation between the plaintiff and de- 
fendant ; that the plaintiff, after the conversation, wrote to S., 
naming a time for him to come to his house; but neither the 
plaintiff nor the defendant at any time told S. for what purpose 
he was called in, or that they had agreed to abide by his decision. 
§. kept the appointment, met the plaintiff and defendant, and 
went with them to see the land; and, after hearing the state- 
ments on both sides, and looking at the documents relating to 
the property, said that it was his opinion that the defendant 
ought to put up the fence. In giving his evidence, S. said he 
had never changed that opinion, and thought so still, but that, 
when he gave it at the interview above mentioned, he did not 
know that it was to be taken as binding the rights of the par- 
ties. 

At the close of the plaintiff’s case, Mr. Justice Cresswell said, 
it appeared to him that the plaintiff must be nonsuited—for 
there was no evidence of any award having been made, or that 
§. had taken upon himself the burden of arbitrating; nor was 
there any evidence that the parties had agreed to be bound by 
the opinion of 8S. 

Hawkins, for the plaintiff, then applied to amend. Mr. Justice 
Cresswell said, he would willingly assist the plaintiff, and allow 
an amendment if it were possible, as he thought, after what 
had passed, the defendant ought to have put up the fence. 
Ultimately, an amendment was found impracticable, and the 
plaintiff was nonsuited. 

Mr. Hawkins and Mr. C. Pollock were counsel for the plain- 
tiff, and Mr. Serjeant Shee for the defendant. 


March 25.—Johnson v. Greatorex. 
Stamp on Agreement. 


This was an action upon a builder’s contract. It appeared 
that the defendant wrote the original agreement, and that the 
plaintiff had then. made what purported to be a copy of it. 
The defendant, without reading this copy, signed it, and the 
plaintiff signed the agreement written by the defendant. 

Notice to produce both documents at the trial had been 
mutually given. The plaintiff being called as a witness, stated 
that the contract was in writing; whereupon the defendant’s 
counsel called for its production. The plaintiff then produced 
the copy which he had made; but as it was not stamped, its ad- 
missibility was objected to. The plaintiff then called for the pro- 
duction of the agreement written by the defendant, which, after 
some objection, was produced and read. It was then discovered 
that there was a variance between the two copies in an impor- 
tant particular, as the copy made by the plaintiff stipulated 
that he was to have the old materials. His counsel then at- 
tempted to put in the unstamped copy in possession of the plain- 
tiff to prove the variance. 

Mr. Charnock, for the defendant, objected, that, on account of 
the variance, the copy made by the plaintiff was a different 
agreement, and therefore inadmissible without a stamp. 

Mr. Baron Channell, after consulting with Mr. Justice Cress- 
well, held that the objection must prevail, and that the plain- 
tiff’s copy was inadmissible. 

Mr. Prentice was counsel for the plaintiff; Mr. Charnock and 
Mr. Salter for the defendant. 


Master and Servant—Railway Clerk—Notice of Dismissal— 
: Usage. 


There is no usage amongst railway companies which entitles them 
to dismiss their clerks, engaged at a yearly salary, at a month's 
notice ; and where a month's notice of dismissal only was given, 
the jury were of opinion that it was unreasonable, and that 
three months notice should have been given. 

This was an action brought against the London and North 

Western Railway Company for wrongfully dismissing the plain- 

tiff from his employment as clerk in their service. The de- 





fendants pleaded, that before dismissal they had given reason- 
able notice. 

It was admitted by the plaintiff that a month’s notice had 
been given, but it was contended that such notice was insuf- 
ficient. It appeared from his evidence that he first entered the 
service of the defendants as clerk in 1847, at a yearly salary of 
£30 payable monthly, which was increased at the rate of £5 
annually until it reached £75, and in 1855 the month's notice 
was given, and he was dismissed. The employment was under 
a written contract, which contained no provision with regard to 
notice in case of dismissal. 

For the defence it was submitted that the same usage 
existed in railway companies which prevails amongst bankers, 
merchants, and others, and that they are entitled to dismiss 
their clerks at a month’s notice; and that evidence of such 
notice would prove the pleas. 

The first witness for the defendants was a clerk at Messrs. 
Glyn’s, the bankers. It was objected for the plaintiff that the 
evidence of a banker’s clerk was inadmissible to prove the usage 
in the case of railway clerks; but the objection was overruled. 
The witness proved that amongst bankers the custom is that a 
clerk engaged at a yearly salary, payable quarterly, may be 
dismissed at a month’s notice. 

The second witness, a superintendent of the Great Western 
Railway, proved that in that company the clerks engaged at a 
yearly salary, payable monthly, may be dismissed at a month’s 
notice. On cross-examination, he said it was an understood 
thing, and on re-examination said it was the custom to dismiss 
at a month’s notice when there is no written contract. 

A third witness, a superintendent of the Great Northern 
Railway, gave similar evidence of the usage in that company ; 
but both the last witnesses admitted that in the case of these 
railways a printed book of regulations is given to every clerk 
at the time of his engagement, and that one of the rules is that 
a month’s notice only will be given. No evidence was given of 
any usage on the defendants’ railway, nor was it proved that 
they used any book of regulations similar to that mentioned 
above. 

Mr. Justice Cresswell said he should simply leave it to the 
jury to say whether the notice which had been given was 
reasonable. 

The jury were of opinion that the notice given was insuf- 
ficient, and that the plaintiff ought to have had three months 
notice. They at the same time recommended the defendants 
to use a book of regulations similar to that used on the Great 
Northern and Great Western Railways, in order that the clerks 
might be informed of the terms upon which they were em- 
ployed, and found their verdict for the plaintiff. Damages, 
£12 10s. 

Mr. Justice Cresswell, upon the application of the plaintiff’s 
counsel, certified for the special jury. 

Mr. Joyce was counsel for the plaintiff; Mr. Edwin James, 
Q. C., and Mr. Lush for the defendants. 
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Recent Decisions in Chancery. 





A late case of Horn v. Coleman (5 W. R. 409) is an instance 
of an exception to the general rule, that there can be no appeal 
for costs alone. The distinction relied on, however, rested on a 
very obvious ground—viz. that the question was not as to how 
costs of litigation should be borne, as between two contending 
parties, but whether certain costs were properly thrown upon 
the capital of a testator’s estate as part of the general costs of 
its administration. The matters in dispute were merely whether 
the executors were entitled to two allowances claimed by them 
out of the income, and disputed by the tenant for life. In 
chambers, the executors were successful on both points; but on 
appeal to the Vice-Chancellor, the certificate was supported as 
to one sum, and reversed as to the other. It was the costs of 
this contest between the tenant for life and the executors which 
formed the subject of appeal. The Vice-Chancellor had treated 
them as administrative costs, and thrown them upon the corpus 
of the estate. Upon the appeal, the Lords Justices held that the 
question was a personal one between the tenant for life and the 
executors, and each party must bear their own costs personally. 
It may be supposed that if the same close scrutiny were made into 
the origin of the different items of costs thrown upon the estate 
in most administration suits, some portion of them ought, 
on the principle of Horn v. Coleman, to fall rather on particular 
parties, than on the general fund. But it must be observed, 
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that in the case of Horn v. Coleman, the court, and especially 
L. J. Turner, carefully guarded against laying down any general 
rule, and even went so far as studiously to avoid giving 
further sanction to the supposed rule on the subject of costs. 
“Tt was not necessary,” said L.J. Turner, “to give any opinion as 
to the general rule, that no appeal could be brought for costs, as, 
if such a rule existed, this was a clear and well-known excep- 
tion. At the same time, he desired not to be understood as 
giving any opinion that in the general account of an estate, the 
accounts of the life estate can be separated from the general 
account.” Taken subject to these qualifications, the decision in 
Horn v. Coleman must be considered as resting on the peculiar 
circumstances of the case, and not as a precedent for any altera- 
tion in the ordinary mode of dealing with costs in an adminis- 
tration suit. 

The case of Attorney-General v. Dedham (5 W. R. 395) is 
important, as deciding in a large sense a question of jurisdic- 
tion between the Court of Chancery and a body of school go- 
vernors, who had been appointed by Royal charter. The 
governors relied upon the rule which prohibits interference by 
the Court with Royal foundations; but the Master of the Rolls 
held, that, where the charity was originally a private foundation, 
as was the case with the Dedham school, the jurisdiction of the 
Court to direct a scheme was not impaired by the fact that a 
body of governors, with certain powers of succession, had been 
afterwards created by the Crown. 

A recent case (Bartlett v. Bartlett, 5 W. R. 410) before V. C. 
Stuart, appears to introduce a novel interpretation of the order 
and disposition clause in the Bankruptcy Act. The facts were 
very simple. Josiah Bartlett, who was entitled to a reversionary 
interest in a fund in court in the cause, assigned his share to 
William Owen Tucker, who obtained a stop order thereon; and 
Tucker, on the 27th Oct., 1849, mortgaged his interest therein 
to a lady, who afterwards became the wife of Capt. Monypenny, 
but no stop order was obtained by the mortgagee. 

Tucker was declared a bankrupt on the 26th Oct., 1854, and 
shortly afterwards the share became divisible ; and the question 
before the court was, whether the neglect to obtain a stop order 
had the effect of leaving the mortgaged interest in the order 
and disposition of Tucker, the bankrupt. Two questions were 
suggested—whether the assignment to Tucker of an unas- 
certained reversionary share of a fund in court, followed by a 
stop order, had the effect of placing the share in the order and 
disposition of Tucker, and if so, whether it continued in his order 
and disposition with consent of the true owner after the mortgage 
to Mrs. Monypenny, on which no stop order was obtained. On 
the first point, the Vice-Chancellor, though expressing some 
doubt as to the effect of an assignment of such an interest, 
nevertheless laid down the general principle that the effect of a 
stop order, considering what is necessary to obtain it, is to show 
that the principal sum is in the order and disposition of the 
person who obtains the stop order; and the case was ultimately 
decided upon the assumption that the assignment to Tucker, 
and the stop order obtained by him, had the effect of placing 
the fund in his order and disposition, the stop order being as- 
sumed to be analogous to notice to a trustee or debtor. Then 
came the essential question, whether Tucker, after having 
mortgaged the fund, continued to have the order and disposition 
with consent of the true owner by reason of no stop order 
having been obtained upon the mortgage. The Vice-Chancellor 
referred to Ex parte Richardson (Buck, 480); West v. Skip (1 
Ves. sen. 239); and Walker v. Burnell (1 Doug, 317), as autho- 
rities for the well-established position that the order and dispo- 
sition contemplated by the Act must be with the consent of the 
true owner in such a sense as that the true owner consents to 
an actual sale or disposition thereof by the reputed owner. His 
Honour then referred to the class of cases culminating in Voyle 
v. Hughes (2 W. R. 143), where it was held that an assign- 
ment by deed of a chose in action not assignable by law 
operated as an actual equitable assignment, and not merely as a 
covenant to assign. From this principle it followed that the 
mortgage by Tucker jut him in the position of a man 
who had parted with his interest as completely as a man 
ever does who assigns any kind of property. And _ his 
Honour then drew the inference, which is the peculiarity 
of the case—viz., that “if the title be complete as be- 
tween the assignor and the assignee, by an assignment, 
and the assignee is entitled to receive the fund, it is impos- 
sible to say that a bankrupt, who has so assigned his whole 
interest therein, retains the order and disposition of the fund, 
when, if he attempted to receive it, it would be under circum- 
stances of gross fraud.” It was argued that notice to the 
debtor, or its equivalent, in the case of a fund in court—viz. a 


stop order—was necessary to prevent the fund from remaining 
in the order and disposition of the assignor; but his Honour 
considered that notice in such cases was only material to deter- 
mine the priority of successive innocent purchasers for value, 
and that the absence of it did not affect the relative rights of 
the particular assignee and the assignees in bankruptcy. It 
was accordingly held that the assignees in bankruptcy took, 
subject to Mrs. Monypenny’s mortgage. : 

It is not very easy to reconcile the broad doctrine laid down 
in this case with the general current of authority on the order 
and disposition clauses. According to the Vice-Chancellor, it 
would seem that it is enough to take a chose in action out of 
the order and disposition of an assignor, if it have been so 
assigned as to make it a breach of trust on his part, as against 
his assignee, to appropriate the fund to himself; and the prin- 
ciple, if true, would apply equally to any goods and chattels. 
Now, it has been over and over again decided that an absolute 
sale of goods does not, without delivery, take them out of the 
order and disposition of the vendor, within the meaning of the 
bankrupt acts. Thus, in Lingard v. Messiter (1 B. & C. 313), 
it is laid down that where a person had once been the owner 
of goods, and had ceased to be the real owner, he would 
continue to be the reputed owner until it had been made notorious 
to the world that he had ceased to be the real owner. Again, 
in Knowles v. Horsfall (5 B. & A. 184), the vendor had sold 
some casks of brandy to a purchaser, who, for convenience, left 
them on the vendor’s premises until he should have an oppor- 
tunity of removing them. The vendor became bankrupt, and 
the goods were held to pass to the assignees, although the casks 
had been marked with the purchaser's initials, no notice having 
been given to the warehouse-keeper of the change of ownership. 
One might readily multiply cases of this kind which are not 
easy to reconcile with the decision of the Vice-Chancellor. 
The nearest cases, however, seem to be those where choses in 
action and policies of assurance have been held to remain in 
the reputed ownership of a bankrupt, and to pass to his 
assignees in the absence of notice to the trustee or the office, 
If, therefore, the decision should be ultimately supported, it 
would seem to overrule many of the previous cases. 


> 
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Cases at Common Law specially Interesting to 
Attorneys. 








PRINCIPAL AND SuRETY—EQvUITABLE PLEA OF TIME GIVEN 
To PrincipaLc—Country Bank Nores, How Far Pay- 
MENT AND DISCHARGE OF SURETY. 


Pooley v. Harradine, 5 W. R., Q. B., 405.—The Guardians of 
the Lichfield Union v. Greene, 3 Jur., N.S., 247. 


Two interesting cases have just been decided on the law of 
principal and surety. In the first of these (Pooley v. Harra- 
dine), the defendant was sued on certain promissory notes, and 
he pleaded, by way of equitable defence, that he made the notes 
as surety for one H., to secure a debt due from H. to the 
plaintiff, and that afterwards the plaintiff gave time to H. 
without the consent or knowledge of the defendant, and that, if 
such time had not been given, payment from H. might have 
been obtained. This plea was demurred to on the ground that 
there was nothing to show that the notes had been made as 
surety without travelling out of them; but a judgment in favour 
of the defendant was given by the Court of Queen’s Bench on 
the equitable doctrine, that, if a man be sued on an instrument 
by which he is primarily bound, he may set up as a defence, 
and prove by evidence aliunde (or by the instrument itself), 
that the relationship of principal and surety inter se existed be- 
tween himself and another person, debtor of the person by 
whom he is sued, and that such person, being cognisant of such 
relationship, nevertheless gave time to his debtor without the 
consent of him who is sued on the instrument as principal. 

The question in the other case above noticed (Lichfield Union 
v. Greene), was raised for the opinion of the Exchequer under 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, in a case stated, with- 
out pleadings. One R. G. was treasurer of the Lichfield Union, 
and defendant was one of his sureties that he would, out of the 
money of the plaintiffs in his hands, pay “ all orders for money 
which should be drawn upon him when the same should be pre- 
sented for payment at his house or usual place of business. 
R. G. was a banker at Lichfield, and stopped payment at 
3 p.m. on Dec. 31, 1855. On 28 Dec. the plaintiffs drew 
orders, which were presented at the bank, and were paid 
partly in cash and partly in notes of the bank. Similar orders 





were also presented at 11a.m., on the day the bank stopped, 
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which were also paid, partly in cash and partly in notes of the 
bank. The plaintiffs now claimed against the defendant the 
amount of those notes still in their hands, and they also claimed 
the amount of a draft on a London bank which the bank at 
Lichfield had given on the day it stopped, in exchange for an 
order from the plaintiffs in favour of some persons in London, 
which was dishonoured. When the above-mentioned orders 
were presented at the bank, R. G. had sufficient money of the 
plaintiffs to pay them. The court held, as to the Lichfield 
notes, that the union clerk, by whom the orders were presented, 
might, if he thought fit, have insisted on being paid in gold or 
in Bank of England notes, and that, having submitted to being 
paid as he was—not objecting at the time (see Miller v. Race, 
1 Burr. 452)—his principals could not afterwards repudiate the 
payment, and particularly as they kept the notes in their pos- 
session during the 29th, and as there was no pre-existing debt 
as between the holders of the orders and the bank (see Camidge 
v. Allenby, 6 B. & C. 373). Hence the court held, that, as to 
these notes, the obligation of the defendant as surety had been 
discharged. Moreover, as to the draft, they came to the same 
conclusion, inasmuch as the plaintiffs’ clerk having it in his 
power to demand cash, received, for his employers’ convenience, 
4 draft payable in London. And they held, that the only 
remedy of the plaintiffs was a proof on the notes and bill, 
against the estate, in bankruptcy. 

It deserves remark, that, in the argument of this case, Bram- 
well, B., observed that, by the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854, the courts of common law can only decide a case on 
equitable, as distinct from legal, doctrines, where equitable 
matter is disclosed by plea or replication. Consequently, in a 
case like the present, stated under that Act, without pleadings, 
the court was bound to decide on legal considerations alone. 


Artrorney—Conpuct Monry—AcTION TO RECOVER. 
Martin v. Andrews, 26 L. J., Q. B., 39. 

This was an action against an attorney at Dorchester, 
the attorney for one C., who had been sued by the 
present plaintiff. This last-mentioned action was intended 
to have been tried in London, and the present defendant 
had been subpoenaed to attend as a witness for the plain- 
tiff, and £4 had been left with the subpena as “conduct 
money.” On being served, the defendant objected to the con- 
duct money as being insufficient, on which the plaintiff’s agent 
gave him £2 more. The defendant, before the trial came on, 
went up to London on some other business, and while there 
settled the action, the trial of which he had been subpcenaed to 
attend, but refused to return the conduct money. It was to 
enforce this repayment that the present action was brought. 
One of the Masters of the Queen’s Bench being called as a 
witness at the trial, stated that the practice was, that if a 
witness did not attend in obedience to his subpena, and the 
conduct money exceeded £1 1s., the party who subpenaed 
was required to use his best endeavours to obtain repayment ; 
for that otherwise if he succeeded, and had the costs of the 
cause, the conduct money would not be allowed in taxation. It 
was held by the Court of Queen’s Bench (Lord Campbell, 
Coleridge, J., and Erle, J.) that where a witness receives conduct 
money, and has notice that he will not be required, and has 
done nothing under the subpena which he would not have done 
if he had not been summoned, the money given him is recover- 
able in an action for money had and received; for being in the 
nature of a viaticum for the purpose of paying the expenses 
of the witness’s journey to attend the trial, there is an entire 
failure of consideration if the journey be not undertaken nor 
any expenses incurred. The action to recover conduct money 
advanced, as it ultimately turned out, without occasion, does 
not rest on contract at all, for the party paying such is obliged 
by law to pay, if he wishes to secure the attendance of the 
witness. 


Estate AGENT—QvuantuMm Meruit—SpecrAL ConTRACt. 
Prickett v. Badger, 26 L. J., C. P., 33. 


In this case a question of some importance to estate agents 
was decided. The defendant had verbally requested the plain- 
tiffs to find a purchaser for a plot of ground; and it was agreed 
that they should be remunerated by a commission of £1 10s. 
per cent. on the amount of the purchase-money, if a sale should 
be effected. The plaintiffs expended both time and labour 
accordingly, and found a person who was willing to purchase, 
but the completion of the sale was prevented by the defendant. 
The declaration in the present action was not framed on the 
special contract as above stated; and the question now arose, 
whether, as the contract had not been carried out, the plaintiff 





was entitled to recover for the time and trouble he had expended 
on a quantum meruit on the common courts. It was held by 
the court, on the authority of Cutter v. Powell (2 Smith, L. C. 
18), and of Planche v. Goulburn (8 Bing. 14)—distinguishing 
De Bernardy v. Harding (8 Exch. 822)—that he was entitled 
to do so, and might abandon the original contract. They also 
held that the implied contract to pay on a quantum meruit 
results from the rules of law, and does not depend on the deci- 
sion of a jury. 


AtTrTroRNEY—LIEN For Costs AS AGAINST JUDGMENT CREDITOR 
—GARNISHEE CLAUSES. 


Hough v. Edwards, 26 L. J., Exch., 54. 


A rule had been obtained to set aside a judge’s order for pay- 
ment to the attorney of the defendant in the above cause of a 
sum of money paid into court by a garnishee. The defendant 
had recovered judgment against one H.; and the plaintiff, 
having a judgment against the defendant, had attached the debt 
due from H., by whom it was paid into court. But the above- 
mentioned order had been obtained by the defendant’s attorney, 
on the ground that he had a lien on the judgment recovered 
against H. in the action in which the defendant had been 
plaintiff. It was now agreed that the general lien of an attor- 
ney against his client was superior to the claim of a judgment 
creditor under an attachment order; for that “‘an attorney has 
a general lien against his client for his costs on all the papers 
with which he is intrusted by his client, and upon money, or 
upon a judgment recovered by him.” But the court relied upon 
the doctrine laid down by Lord Wensleydale, in Barker v. St. 
Quintin (12 Mee. & W. 441), to the effect that an attorney’s 
authority (and consequently his lien) does not extend so as to 
give him the right to marshal the proceedings on the judgment 
or the execution without the concurrence of the client. Hence, 
he has a lien en a judgment only in this sense, that he may 
retain the amount of his bill out of money paid to him on a 
judgment obtained by his client, if he can get it; but he has no 
lien on an unrealised judgment, or any other thing in the hand 
of third parties. The order for handing over to the attorney 
the money paid into court by the garnishee, was, therefore, 
set aside. 

a ee 


Professional LEntelligence. 


SERVICE oF Notices, &c., In BANKRUPTCY ON SATURDAYS. 
CLosInG OF OFFICES. 


GENERAL ORDER, made in pursuance of “ The Bankruptcy 
Act, 1854,” Tuesday, the 24th day of March, 1857. 


“The Right Hon. Robert Monsey Lord Cranworth, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with the advice and 
assistance of the Right Honourable the Lord Justice Sir James 
Lewis Knight Bruce, the Right Honourable the Lord Justice 
Sir George James Turner, Edward Holroyd, Esq., and Edward 
Goulburn, Serjeant-at-Law, two of the Commissioners of her 
Majesty’s Court of Bankruptcy, doth hereby, in pursuance and 
execution of the powers of an Act of Parliament passed in the 
session of Parliament holden in the 17th and 18th years of the 
reign of her present Majesty, intituled “An Act for regula- 
ting appointments to Offices in the Court of Bankruptcy, and 
for amending the Laws relating to Bankrupts,” order and direct ° 
that service of all writs, notices, summonses, orders, warrants, 
rules, documents, and other proceedings not requiring personal 
service upon the party to be affected thereby, shall be made 
before seven o’clock in the evening, except on Saturdays, when 
it shall be made before two o’clock in the afternoon; and if 
made after seven o’clock in the evening on any day except 
Saturdays, the service shall be deemed as made on the following 
day, and, if made after two o’clock in the afternoon on Satur- 
day, the service shall be deemed as made on the following 
Monday: And doth further order and direct, that the offices 
of the Chief Registrar, Accountant and Master of the Court of 
Bankruptcy in London, and the offices of the Registrars of the 
District Courts of Bankruptcy, shall be closed on Satuadays at 
two o’clock in the afternoon. 

“This order is to come into operation on the 15th day of 
April, 1857.” 

IncoRPORATED LAw SocirEtyY. 


Proceedings of the Council.—February. 


The New Orders of January 30, 1857, relating to the Costs f 
Solicitors having been issued, it was referred to the Equity Com- 
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mittee to consider their effect, and several meetings of the Com- 
mittee have accordingly been held. 

A communication was received from the Hong Kong Law 
Society, with a recent ordinance relating to solicitors’ costs, and 
providing (inter alia) that in the rules of taxation no distinction 
should be made as to costs between party and party, and attorney 
and client; and that special contracts might be entered into to 
allow any reasonable sum for business done, although higher 
in amount than the ordinary scale, such agreement to be signed 
by the client. 

The Poor Law Board having requested the opinion of the coun- 
cil on a bill of costs and charges made by a clerk to the magis- 
trates, not an attorney, the council investigated the matter, and 
pointed out the items which it appeared to them could be charged 
only by an attorney within the meaning of the statute. 

During the last term the council have had under their consi- 
deration several complaints of malpractice by attorneys and 
solicitors, the circumstances of which they investigated. As 
to three of them, it did not appear proper to take any proceed- 
ings. In five cases, the complaints were brought before the 
Court, and three of the attorneys were struck off the rolls; two 
others are pending before the Master, and the remainder stand 
over for further investigation. 

The applications for renewal of certificates on the day after 
Hilary Term were 44 in number. The affidavits in support 
thereof were considered; and in several instances, where the par- 
ties had ceased to practise for several years, an examination 
was suggested to the judge, prior to the renewal of their certifi- 
cates, and ordered accordingly. 

In another case, an attorney who had been suspended from 
practice for two years, at the instance of the Society, was 
allowed to renew his certificate on the production of satisfactory 
testimonials of subsequent good conduct. 

A member of the bar, who had formerly practised as an at- 
torney, applied to be re-admitted on the roll; and on his being 
disbarred, and his affidavit being considered satisfactory, no 
opposition was made to the application. 

Several suggestions were made to the judge in other cases, 
requiring payment of arrears of duty, where the applicants had 
practised since the expiration of their last certificates. 

Applications have also been considered for the renewal of cer- 
tificates without the usual notice, upon the parties entering into 
partnership or other urgent occasions, and these cases have been 
strictly investigated, and testimonials required of the respecta- 
bility of the applicants. 

Encroachments of unqualified persons on the business usually 
transacted by attorneys have been brought to the notice of the 
council, but the evidence adduced has not enabled them to take 
any effective steps. 

The council have had under consideration several questions of 
professional usage, the opinions on which are entered in the 
usage book kept in the secretary’s office:—1. As to solicitors 
entitled to act professionally for intended mortgagees in trust 
matters. 2. Charges for searching for old deeds, and making 
schedules. 3. Charges for production and examination of title~ 
deeds. 

The following gentlemen have been approved as members of 
the Society during the month :— 

George Christopher Roberts, Hull. 
Charles Dorman, Essex-street, 
John Thomas Green, Woburn. 
Edward Lawrance, jun., Old Jewry- 

chambers. 
Daniel James Miller, Cannon-st. | James Russell Miller, Eastcheap. 
est. Joseph Eade, Pump-ct., ‘Temple. 

Basinghall- 


Robert James Dobie, Bedford-row. 
Charles Reginald Gibson, Dart- 





ford. 
Samuel Theophilus GennDowning, 
Redruth. 


Sydney Clulow Child, Cannon-st. 
Arnold Wm. White, Gt. Marborough- 
street. 

During the months of January and February, twenty-eight 
articled clerks of members were admitted as subscribers to the 
library. 

The several Jills introduced in the present session of Parlia- 
ment relating to Judgments Execution; Probates of Adminis- 
tration; Divorce and Matrimonial Causes; the Property of Mar- 
ried Women ;, Imprisonment for Debt; and the Lord Mayor’s 
Court, have been to some extent considered, but the dissolution 
of Parliament renders it unnecessary to bestow further time 
upon them until the bills are re-introduced. 


Frederick Carritt, 
street. 








The Law Amendment Society has adjourned in consequence 
of the dissolution of Parliament. 

The Juridical Society met on Monday, and Mr. N. Lindley 
read his paper, as announced in our last number. We hope to 
publish an abridgment of it in our next. 


Correspondence, 


DUBLIN. 
(From our own Correspondent) 

The circuits have at last terminated; and judges and bar 
have, with a few exceptions, returned to town for the Easter 
recess. ‘The criminal business on most of the circuits has been 
more than ordinarily heavy; while the number of records has 
been so scanty as to give rise to many complaints. Meanwhile, 
the business transacted in the Courts at Dublin has been, of 
course, very limited. The Rolls Court has long risen ; and the 
Masters have continued their sittings rather in obedierice to tha 
Chancery Regulation Act, which allows then to take but a 
brief vacation, than because the state of their business required 
them to sit. 

Court or CHANCERY APPEAL. 

The New Court of Chancery Appeal, created by the Act of 
last session, and consisting of the Lord Chancellor and Lord 
Justice, has heard and disposed of several appeals from the in- 
ferior Courts of Equity. Rather a singular fatality prevented 
several appeals from the Incumbered Estates Court from being 
also heard. By one of those obscure legislative provisions, 
which demonstrate the necessity of a Minister of Justice, or 
some other officer charged with the oversight of bills in Parlia- 
ment, it appeared very doubtful whether three months’, or only 
one month’s time was allowed for appeals from orders made by 
the last-named court. Now, as all the appellants had calculated 
on the longer period, great consternation was caused by the 
Court of Appeal ruling that none of the appeals could be enter- 
tained, on account of the limit of one month having been ex- 
ceeded. 

Dunlevie v. Hort. In this case, the law, on a somewhat im- 
portant point, was definitely laid down, following the English 
decisions on the same subject. The nature of the case will 
appear from the judgment of the Lord Chancellor— 

His Lordship said that the question involved in this case was, 
whether the petitioner could maintain a suit for the administra- 
tion of the personal estate of the respondent’s father—primd 
facie the petitioner,—as an ordinary judgment-creditor was en- 
titled soto do. But it appeared that the debtor, after the judg- 
ment had been obtained, took the benefit of the Insolvent Act, 
and the petitioner was appointed his assignee. By becoming 
assignee, the petitioner had clearly elected to abide by the pro- 
ceedings in Insolvency, and to come in as an ordinary creditor. 
The judgment-debtor afterwards died, and the only fund avail- 
able on his death for the payment of his creditors, was a sum 
payable on a policy of insurance on his life. In this sum the 
petitioner had, as assignee, no interest; and the question to be 
decided was whether, as creditor, she had any better right in 
that capacity. His Lordship referred at great length to the deci- 
sions in England which were unreversed, and had been acted on 
for several years. The decision of the Master of the Rolls in 
favour of the petitioner’s claim could not, therefore, he sus- 
tained, and the original order of Master Henn, disallowing the 
claim, must be upheld. 

Both the Lord Chancellor, and the Lord Justice, in referring 
to the late Master Henn’s original decision in this case, expressed 
their deep sense of the loss sustained by the profession and the 


public, through the sudden death of that able and accomplished 
lawyer. 


In RE Tipperary Bank, Ex PARTE STIRLING, AND Ex PARTE 
NNEDY. 


The appeals of these gentlemen from orders of the Master of the 
Rolls placing them on the list of contributories, have excited con- 
siderable interest; and were moreparticularly fraught with impor- 
tant results to the creditors of the Bank, inasmuch as Messrs. Stir- 
ling and Kennedy are almost the only late or present share- 
holders whose property was so large as to materially increase 
the prospect of a good dividend. Apart from this consideration, 
the points decided are of no great legal moment, as they turned 
mainly on the construction of a clause in the deed of settlement 
under which the bank was formed. In delivering judgment, 
the Lord Chancellor entered into the question, what constitutes 
a contributory within the meaning of the Winding-up Act? 

The phrase of a ‘qualified contributor” (used in the arguments) was 
not to be found in the Winding-up Acts. The design of the Banking Act 
was purely with regard to creditors of the concern, and left the liability 
of the partners, inter se, to be regulated, in a great measure, by them- 
selves. In the present case the company was instituted under a deed of 
settlement, one section of which—the 157th—was couched in the most 
extensive terms, and in the plainest language declared, that, after an 





absolute transfer of shares, the former. holder should be discharged, and 
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absolved from all liabilities and claims in respect of them, excepting on 
foot of calls which might have been theretofore made, or of dividends that 
might have been previously realised. No liability or claim of this kind 
éxisted in the present case; and the transfer therefore constituted a 
gomplete release between hint and the existing members of the company, 
for all time, and for all purposes—the responsibilities and liabilities being 
handed down, and descending regularly, to the existing co-directors and 
co-partners in the concern. It was, therefore, plain that iti no possible 
way could Mr. Stirling be called on to contribute to the present debts of 
the company, or, on the other hand, to meet any demands by share- 
holders who might have left the company previous to the time at which 
he quitted it; whilst, if any of the present creditors were to make a 
daim against him, he would have a right to absolute indemnity from the 
funds of the company. The question then was, in what light could Mr. 
Stirling be looked upon as a contributory, A person might be liable for 
an amount in respect of which he was not bound to contribute, being 
indemnified fo the full extent by another; but, in order to be regarded as 
a contributory, dne must be a person liable to be called on by another to 
join in payment of a debt, or having a right to call on another person to 
join for that purpose. In his view, however, no such right existed in the 
present case; and Mr. Stirling was, by the act of transferring, completely 
exonerated. Having entered at length into the authorities bearing on 
the point, his Lordship concluded by stating that the same observations 
applied te Mr. Kennedy's case; and he should, therefore, order both 
names to be removed from the list. 

The Lord Justice (Blackburne) concurred in the judgment. 

Tue ELECTIONS. 

The only subject of conversation in legal circles at present is 
the general election. It seems probable that the number of 
lawyers returned for Irish constituencies will be even larger 
in the next Parliament than it was in the last. Several lawyers 
of high reputation have issued addresses for the first time. 
Among these occur the names of F. M‘Donough, Q.C., who will 
contest the little borough of Carrickfergus; and J. A. Lawson, 
Q.C., who seeks, with a fair prospect of success, to represent, 
undoubtedly, the first constituency in Ireland—the University 
of Dublin. The first of these gentlemen would contribute, to 
the Commons House, Nisi Prius talents of a high order; while 
the second would bring to bear, on every public question, a 
mind of vast information, and unsurpassed logical power. 
Several other names of less note appear on the list of candi- 
dates for parliamentary honours. Not a single solicitor has as 
yet issued an address. In Dublin, Mr. F. W. Brady, a son of 
the Lord Chancellor, will contest one of the metropolitan seats. 

VACANCIES AND APPOINTMENTS. 

It is now understood that it is not the intention of the 
Government to fill up the vacancy caused by the sudden and 
lamented death of Master Henn. Four Masters are, it is con- 
sidered, sufficient to transact all the business likely to come 
into the Masters’ offices. 

The office of Clerk of the Crown for the county Louth, 
vacant by the death of Mr. W. Horan is not yet filled up. This 
is one of the few legal appointments open to solicitors, and 
there are numerous applicants for the office. 


Review. 


Daniell’s Practice of the High Court of Chancery. Third 
Edition; adapted to the present Practice of the Court. By 
Tuomas Emerson HEApLAM, M.P., one of Her Majesty’s 
Counsel. In 2 vols. London: Stevens and Norton. 

[SECOND NOTICE. ] 

The old edition of Daniell’s Practice contained a very copioue 
chapter on the rules concerning parties to a suit. A multituds 
of decisions may there be found collected, by which the prac- 
titioner could generally determine, without much difficulty, who 
were, and who were not, necessary parties to his suit. The old 
maxim of the court was, that every one interested in the sub- 
ject-matter of the suit should be brought before it, so as to 
enable the court to do complete justice, and to bind the rights 
of all parties interested in the estate. This rule was productive 
of great inconvenience and expense in many proceedings, and 
the Chancery Procedure Act endeavoured to obviate the diffi- 
culty, by enacting, that, in a number of specified cases, it should 
not be competent to a defendant to take objections for want of 
parties, which, under the former practice, would have been open 
to him. But the statute did not, and could not, without a vio- 
lation of natural justice, enable the court to bind the rights of 
absext parties, without giving them the opportunity of a hear- 
ing; and accordingly it was provided, that, in all the enumerated 
cases, except where absent parties were represented by trustees, 
the persons who would have been necessary parties should be 
served with notice of the decree; after which, they should be 
bound by the proceedings, liberty being reserved to such persons 
to apply to the court to add to the decree. 

The whole effect of the 42nd section, with the exception of 
one clause relating to trustees, therefore, is to take away from a 
Aefendant, in certain cases, the power which he formerly had of 








defeating a suit by showing that some persons interested were 
not made parties ; but the decree, when obtained, has no opeta~ 
tion against such absent persons, until they have been served 
in the manner directed by the Act. The same persons whose 
presence was formerly necessary to enable the court to make 
a decree, must still be brought before the court, the only dif- 
ference being that this may be effected by a proceeding after 
decree, instead of by making them parties in the first instance. 
This being so, it is obvious that the rules formerly applicable as 
to parties have still to be considered, for the purpose of deter- 
mining who ought to be served with a decree made in the 
presence of some only of the interested parties, and no book of 
practice can be regarded as complete which omits to give the 
fullest information on this subject. Nearly all the learning 
upon it which was collected in the former edition has, how- 
ever, been very injudiciously struck out from the present, and 
in the place of precise directions as to who must be original par- 
ties, and who ought to be served to give the decree its full 
effect, Mr. Headlam gives little more than a series of extracts 
from the statute, and the report on which it was founded, pre- 
faced by such general statements as that “ technicalities of all 
kinds are now banished from the subject;” and that, where 
proper parties are not before the court, “ relief will, in some 
cases, be modified and granted to such an extent, and in such a 
form, as is consistent with justice in the somewhat defective 
state of the record.” Observations of this kind would be very 
pertinent, if true, in a work designed to convey a loose im- 
pression of the nature of equity procedure to unprofessional 
readers ; but they are wholly out of place in a book of practice 
intended for use, and a very worthless substitute for the exact 
information which has been omitted. 

If we could regard the many comments of this description 
which fill the new portion of the work as mere surplus declama- 
tion, we should have no other objection to make than 
that the space which ought to be filled with practical 
directions is taken up with matter which serves no purpose, 
but to increase the bulk and cost of the work. But 
the fact is, not merely that page after page is loaded with 
loose general statements, quotations from the report of the 
commission, and discussions on the policy of the statutes, but 
that the really essential information as to the interpretation 
which the courts have put upon the statutes and orders is, on a 
multitude of points, omitted or slurred over. Confining our- 
selves for the present to the chapter on Parties, we observe that 
the omission of the useful chapter in the old edition, no part of 
which has become altogether obsolete, is not compensated for 
by any precise explanation of the working of the new prin- 
ciples that have been introduced by the recent statutes. An 
example or two will explain our meaning :——Rule 2 of the 42nd 
section of the Chancery Improvement Act provides that “ any 
legatee interested in the proceeds of real estate directed to be 
sold may, without serving any other legatee or person in- 
terested in the proceeds of the estate, have a decree for the ad- 
ministration of the estate of a deceased person;” and the 3rd rule 
entitles a residuary devisee or heir to the like decree, without 
serving any co-residuary devisee or co-heir. Moreover, the 
51st section enables the court to decide questions between some 
of the persons interested in any property in the absence of the 
other interested persons. 

Now, let us suppose that a suit is to be commenced for the 
administration of the trusts of a will containing the very com- 
mon provision, that, subject to certain life interests, the 
residuary, real, and personal estate is to be sold by the 
trustees; and divided among certain specified classes. Two 
questions would arise: who ought to be parties in the first 
instance?—and who must be brought before the court by 
subsequent notice, in order to obtain a sale under the 
direction of the court? The draftsman would turn to his 
“ Headlam” for information. There he would find the clauses 
of the Act, and a long statement of the reasons which induced 
the Commissioners to recommend them. Besides this, he would 
find an allegation on the unsupported authority of Mr. Headlam, 
that the 2nd and 3rd rules of the 42nd section extend to personal 
estate alone. This is not merely an unsupported statement, 
but it is utterly wrong; and if Mr. Headlam had looked to rule 
1 of the same section, he would have seen that where the Legis- 
lature meant to restrict its enactments to personalty, it used the 
term “personal estate,” and not the general word “ estate.’’ 
With the exception of this incorrect statement, there is not a 
word in Mr. Headlam’s book which pretends to assist the prac- 
titioner in such a case as we have supposed. Foiled in his 
search, he would perhaps set to work to look for authorities on 
his own account; and the first sources of information he would 
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consult, would be the useful Appendices to Mr. Hare’s Reports, 
and the large collection of Practice Cases in the Weekly Reporter. 
In both places, he would find a case of Doody v. Higgins (9 Hare 
App. 32, and 1 W. R. 30) decided, a few days after the Act came 
into operation, by V. C. Turner. There he would see that the rules 
in question had been applied to real estate, as might have been 
presumed ; and he would also discover that the court will not 
proceed to make a decree for sale of an estate without requiring 
all the parties interested to be brought before it, either as parties 
or by serving notice of decree. The case is particularly important, 
as it was decided after consultation with the other judges, and it 
lays down the general rule, that, though the court might pos- 
sibly in some cases proceed to a sale in the absence of interested 
parties, such a course would only be taken in extreme cases. 
Doody v. Higgins, however, is not thought worthy of mention in 
Mr. Headlam’s book of Practice; and instead of theshort statement 
of the practice as settled by that decision, we have nothing but an 
extract from the Commissioners’ Report, and an incorrect inter- 
pretation of the statute on the authority of the learned editor. 
Densemv. Elworthy, inthe same volume of Hare, App. 43, is another 
important case on section 42, which is not mentioned by Mr. 
Headlam. It decides, that when a plaintiff frames his bill not 
against the trustees alone, as he might do, but against the persons 
interested, according to the old practice, he must include all 
those persons, or, at least, the special trustees, who represent 
the interests of each class. We are quite willing to admit that 
even a laborious editor may occasionally overlook one or two of 
the cases on a particular point, though such neglect is not very 
pardonable in a book of practice ; but our complaint against 
Mr. Headlam is, that, without stating, or, as it would seem, 
even looking for an authority on the subject, he confines his 
observations on the effect of an important clause to one general 
remark—and that one, contrary to the obvious meaning of the 
statute, and the express decision of the courts. 

On the other rules contained in the same section, Mr. Head- 
lam is equally uninstructive. The 8th rule relates to the ser- 
vice of notices of decree, and all that the editor has done is to 
copy the rule, and to add a note referring to Chalmers v. Laurie 
(10 Hare, App. 27), making no mention of a subsequent decision 
of equal importance—Strong v. Moore (1 W. R. 509)—deciding 
that the practice of serving notice of decree extends to proceed- 
ings commenced by an administration summons in chambers. 
But the rule of the section on Parties, which has most frequently 
come under the consideration of the court, is the 9th, which 
provides that trustees, in whom real or personal estate is vested, 
shall represent the persons beneficially interested under the 
trusts, in the same manner, and to the same extent, as executors 
and administrators represent those interested in personal estate. 

This rule was an extension of the 30th Order of August, 1841, 
which gave the same power of representation to trustees com- 
petent to sell and give discharges. Both before and after that 
order there had been many decisions as to the necessity of 
making the cestuis que trust parties, of which the greater num- 
ber related to foreclosure suits, where the equity of redemption 
was vested in trustees. We may mention among the cases 
which were prior to, or not within, the order—Calverly v. Phelp 
(6 Mad. 229) and Coles v. Forrest (10 Beay. 557); and among 
those decided upon the terms of the Order of 1841, Wilton v. 
Jones (2 Y. & Col. 244), in which Knight Bruce, V. C., sug- 
gested that the Order did not apply at all to a foreclosure suit. 
None of these cases are noticed by Mr. Headlam, although they 
are not without importance as illustrating the law, even under 
the new practice. But the leading cases are, of course, those 
which have been decided expressly upon the clause of the new 
Act. The principal of these are—Goldsmid v. Stonehewer (9 
Hare, App. 39), Hannan v. Riley (9 Hare, App. 40), Tuder v. 
Morris (1 Sm. & G. 503), Young v. Ward (10 Hare, App. 59), 
Siff ken v. Davis (1 Kay, App. 21), Sale v. Kitson (3 De G. 
M. & G. 119), Cropper v. Mellersh (3 W. R. 202), Wilkins 
v. Reeves (8 W. R. 305), Fowler v. Bayldon (9 Hare, App. 
78), and Read v. Prest (3 W. R. 30). They decide the fol- 
lowing points:—1. That the trustees of a settlement of mort- 
gaged property, having no funds applicable to redemption, do 
not sufficiently represent the cestuis que trust in a foreclosure 
suit. 2. That a mere devisee in trust does not, in such a suit, 
sufficiently represent the parties interested. 3. That persons 
who are both trustees and executors under a will do sufficiently 
represent the beneficiaries in a foreclosure suit, they being in a 
position to redeem, if redemption is likely to be beneficial. 4. 
That the presence of cestuis que trust, when otherwise necessary, 
will sometimes be dispensed with, on evidence being given that 
they have notice of the proceedings, and do not object to the 
proposed decree. 5. That where the decree asked is sale, and 
not foreclosure, the cestuis que trust, though infants, may be dis- 








pensed with on evidence*that the sale will be for their benefit. 
6. That, where, by disclaimer of the trustees, the estate had 
vested in an infant heir, no decree could be made in the absence 
of the parties interested, either for foreclosure or sale. 7. That, 
subject to certain exceptions, the rule applies to all suits where 
the interests and powers of the beneficiaries are vested in the 
trustees. 8. That the trustees do not sufficiently represent the 
cestuis que trust in a suit to set aside a settlement, and charging 
the trustees with fraud. 

The way in which Mr. Headlam deals with these important 
decisions is to state in his text the bare words of the statute, and, 
without a word of explanation as to the actual condition of the 
law, to add the following note :—“ Stansfieldv. Hobson (16 Beay. 
189), Sale v. Kitson (3 D. G. M. & G. 119), and cases there re- 
ferred to; see also Young v. Ward (10 Hare, App. 58).” 

Stansfield v. Hobson is a case of a very special kind, which 
throws little light on the construction of the statute. The other 
two cases are authorities for the 3rd and 6th of the above 
propositions. By pursuing the reference within reference, sug- 
gested by Mr. Headlam’s note, the diligent reader would at 
length succeed in picking out the cases which decide the first 
of the propositions we have stated. To sum up our observa- 
tions on this particular clause, we have eight distinct subsidiary 
rules established by judicial decisions, all of which ought to 
have been briefly stated in the text of a book of practice. In 
lieu of this, Mr. Headlam gives us a bald reference to the cases 
which decide two of the rules, an indirect reference to the 
judgment on one other, and nothing at all to guide the reader 
to the decisions on the remaining five. This does not seem to 
us the way in which a work on practice should be manufactured. 

Another clause of the statute, which is treated much in the 
same off-hand way, is the 44th, which enables the court to 
proceed in the absence of representation of the estate of a 
deceased person, or to appoint some person to represent the 
estate for the purpose of the suit. Upon this Mr. Headlam 
gives his reader the information, that the power is discretionary 
(which is obvious enough); that the court will act upon the 
clause when there is a difficulty in obtaining representation, 
and when the interest of the deceased defendant is not of very 
great consequence in the cause (which is sufficiently vague) ; 
but that it will not do so when the object is to ad- 
minister the estate sought to be represented, nor when the 
person who would be appointed would have the duties of 
a trustee to perform. He adds, too, that the power extends 
to claims, special cases, or to any summary proceedings; and 
that the person who would be administrator ad litem, 
is the proper person to appoint, and that is all. Mr. 
Headlam cites some of the authorities for these positions, but 
he tells us nothing of Chafers v. Headlam (9 Hare, App. 46), 
which decided that the application ought to be made on notice, 
and where the clause was applied to the estate of an insolvent, 
who had executed a composition deed for the administration 
of the trusts of which the suit was instituted. Neither does 
he mention Band v. Randle (2 W. R. 831), where it was laid 
down that the clause was not meant to authorise an actual 
decree against the estate represented, but where it was also 
held that representation to one of two accounting executors 
might be dispensed with, the deceased executor having died 
insolvent. Ashmall v. Wood (4 W. R. 60 and 110) affords 
another instance of Mr. Headlam’s negligence; and it is the 
more serious, because, if he had noticed this case, he would 
have seen that it purports to qualify the general rule, that the 
clause does not apply to the estate of a party against whom 
a decree is sought. By way of being impartial, however, 
Mr. Headlam also leaves out the case of Bruiton v. Hughes (21 
L. T. 123), which lays down that principle, and the important 
case of James v. Aston (4 W. R. 401), where V. C. Kindersley, 
though guarding himself against laying down the general 
rule without exception, declared (in opposition, apparently, to 
the doctrine of V. C. Stuart in Ashmall v. Wood), that, until 
such a case should be decided by higher authority, he (V. C. 
Kindersley) would not make a decree against the estate of any 
party without a legal personal representative before the court. 
Mr. Headlam’s method of guiding his readers to a correct 
conclusion on a point in which different branches of the court 
are scarcely in harmony, seems to be to state no definite opinion 
of his own, and carefully to suppress the cases which it might 
be difficult to reconcile. We might go on to refer to other 
cases, as Gibson v. Wills (4 W.R. 499), Ex p. Cramer (9 Hare, 
App. 47), and Rawlins v. M‘Mahon (1 Dr. 225), but we areweary 
of pointing out the omissions of this careful editor; and we 
think we have done enough to justify the conclusion that the 
new edition of “ Daniell’s Practice” is one of the most dan- 
gerous books which a solicitor could place upon his shelves. 
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Pribate Bills 


WHICH WILL BE CONTINUED IN THE NEXT PARLIAMENT. 





Those against which a line is drawn have been abandoned or rejected 


in the last Parliament. 


Those Bills against which a single star (*) is placed, may be petitioned 


against after the second reading in the next Parliament; 


and those 


against which two stars (**) are placed, have all passed Committee, and 
been reported, and some of them have advanced several stages. 





























































































































gi | Boat | Bost 
NAME OF BILL. at dice: |) thine: 
Ca 
aa 
1, Aberdeen Junction Railway...... ....scsssseeeee — 
2. Aberdeen, Peterhead, & Fraserburgh Railway 
3. Aldershot Railway Sompeageeae 
4, Alva Parish Feb. 13) Feb.16)Feb.27 
5. Andover Canal Sale Feb. 6\Feb. 9|Feb.20 
6. Atlantic Telegraph Company........ssesereeereeee LCD, 10/ Feb, 11|Feb.16 
7. Australian Agricultural Company... Feb. 10|Feb.11|Feb.16 
8. Backwater Bridge and Road ......... .|Feb.17|/Feb,19)Feb.24 
9, Bagenalstown and Wexford Railway .. 
*10. Bank of London and National Provincial Tn 
surance Association (No. 2) Feb.23|Mar 16 
11. Banff, Macduff, & Turriff Extension Railway... Feb.16 Feb.17|Feb.23 
**)2. Banff, Portsoy, and Strathisla Railway .........|Feb.12/Feb.13|Feb.18 
13. Bathgate, Airdrie, and Coatbridge — Feb. 4|Feb. 5|Feb.10 
**14. Bedale and Leyburn Railway........s000seeeeeees Led. 9/Feb.10/Feb.16 
15. Belfast Improvement Feb.12|Mar 4|Mar10 
16. Berkeley, Dursley, &c., Turnpike Trust........ eee eee on 
17, Besselsleigh Road ‘.|Feb.13|Feb.18|Feb.23 
*18. Birkenhead District Gas and Water............. ..|Feb.23| Feb.26| Mar 17 
19. Birkenhead Docks (Construction). Beeee Ssciuaussauen Feb. 4/Feb. 5|Feb 11 
20. Birkenhead Docks (M. Feb. 4|Feb. 5|/Feb.11 
21. Birkenhead, Lancashire, & Cheshire Junction, 
& Great Western Railway Company ............ 
22. Birkenhead, Lancashire, & Cheshire Junc. Ry.|Feb. 4|Feb. 5|Feb.10 
23. Blackburn Railway Feb. 4/Feb, 5|/Feb.10 
24. Blyth and Tyne Railway. Feb. 5|/Feb. 6|Feb.11 
25. Border Counties Railway ssereseserersssrerraessnees Struck] offlist |of Pts, 
26. Bourne and E Railway. Feb. 16|Feb.17|Feb.23 
27. Bridgewater Markets and Fairs..............0.0000 Feb.16)Feb.17|Feb.24 
28. Brighton, Hove, & Preston Constant Serv. Water Feb. 4)Feb. 5|Feb.10 
29, Bristol, South Wales, & Southampton Union Ry.|Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Feb.13 
30. British and — a Junction Railway...... — 18] Feb.19|Feb.25 
31. Briton Ferry D Feb. 9/Feb.10/Feb.16 
*32. Burial of the Dead within the City and Liber- 
ties of London Feb. 6/Feb. 9|Mar16 
33. Boodem & and Tunstall Gas. Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Feb.11 
34, Bury G Feb, 11/Feb.12)Feb.17 
#935, Calcutta 2 and South-Eastern Railway Company!Feb.10|Feb.11]Feb.20 
36. Caledonian Railway (Lines to Granton).........|Feb. 5)/Feb. 6|Feb.11 
37. Caledonian Railway (Running werd ...|Feb.16|Feb.26|Mar 4 
38, Cannock Mineral Railway (No.1)... .|Feb. 9|/Feb,10/Feb.16 
39, Cannock Mineral Railway (No. 2)... .+-|Feb.16|Feb.17| Feb.23 
40. Cardigan Markets and Improvements. «.-|Feb. 6|Feb. 9|Feb.16 
41, Carlisle and Hawick Railway.............c0.00 eoeee(Feb, 4/Feb. 5) Feb.10 
42, Carlisle, Liddisdale, and Hawick Railway .. tone 
43, Charing-cross Bridge ...... ocvcescvccecssessscsesseese/F OD. 13] FED. 16] Feb.24 
44, Chatham District Water Feb.12|Feb.13|Feb.18 
**45, Chepstow Gas. Feb.13|Feb.16|Feb.23 
**46, Chester Water Feb. 4|Feb. 5|Feb.17 
47, Clifton Railway 
48. Clyde Navigation Feb. 4|Feb.20|Feb.25 
49 Colne and Bradford Railway .............ccceeeeeees 
50. Coniston Railway Feb.16/Feb, 18|Feb.23 
51. Conway Valley Railway ........ RE BUCS. ane ene 
52. Cork and Bandon Railway.. .|Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Feb.12 
53. Cork and Youghal Railway........ severcccccsccccecoe| Feb.13|Feb.16/Mar 9 
54, Cork Consumers’ Gas Feb.23|Feb.26|Mar 6 
55. Cork Gas Feb. 9|Feb.10|Feb.16 
Feb. 4 Feb. 5 Feb.10 


56. Cornwall Railway 
57. Cwm Amman Railway. 





ae 


Feb. 6|Feb. 9 





58. Dartmouth and Torbay PTET snccssscnsemtcsns 
59. Deeside Extension Railway.......ceccsesesssseeeesere 
60. Dexthorpe Turnpike Trust. 


Feb.17|Feb.19| 
Feb. 17|Feb.26 
Feb.25|Feb.27 








Royal Assent Mar. 21 


Feb.20 
Feb.24 
Mar 3 
Mar 4 





























61. Doncaster and Wakefield Railway.............06 .-|Feb,17| Feb. 18) Feb.23 
62. Dorset Central Railway ........ ...|Feb. 5)Feb. 6|Feb.11 
63. Dublin and Meath Railway.. re 
**64, Dublinand Wicklow Railway.........ssssceseeees Feb. 5/Feb. 6/Feb.11 
**65. Dumbarton Water, &c Feb. 4|Feb. 5)Feb.10 
*66. Dundalk and Enniskillen Railway...........s..00«+ Feb.10|Feb.24) ... 
67. Eastern Bengal Railway Compan 
68. Eastern Counties Railway ......... eeesecceee --|Feb. 4|Feb.23|Mar 2 
**69. East Kent Railway (Extension to Dover) ...... Feb. 4)/Feb. 5|Feb.10 
70. East Kent Ry. (Strood to St. Mary’s Cray, ke. )\Feb. 4) Feb.19\Feb.24 
71. East Somerset Railway  ..........sccccssscseseceeeeee Feb.11)|Feb.12|Feb.17 
72. East Suffolk Railway Feb.19|Feb.20|Feb.25 
73. Edinburgh, Perth, and Dundee, and Scottish 
Central Railway Companies .......... Feb. 12|Feb.16|Feb.27 
**74. Electric Telegraph Company ..........0+ sssecssseeef Feb. 5/ Feb. 6)Feb.11 
75. Elie Harbour Feb. 6|Feb. 9\Feb.16 
76. Ely Tidal Harbour and Railway ..........se.s000 Feb. 4|Feb. 5\Feb.10 





77. Ely Valley Railway. 
78. Europeanand Indian Junction Telegraph Co... 


#*79, Exeter and Exmouth Railway ...........0 aaa 
80. Fife and Kinross Railway 


Feb.11 





Feb. 5|/Feb. 6 
Feb. 16|Feb.17 











81. Finsbury Park 





82. Fiskerton Drainage 





83. Formartine and Buchan Rail 


Feb.27 


Feb. 4 Feb. 5 Feb.10 
In the Lords. 
Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Feb.11 
Feb. 4\Feb.19|Mar 2 
Feb.17 |Feb.18 Feb.27 








BA. Forth and Clyde Junction Railway seessessessseeel 





Feb.13|Feb.16|Feb.23 











103. Imperial Continental Gas Association. oe 
**104, Inverness and Nairn Railway .......cesseeeeeeeee Feb. 4 


121. Lowestoft & Burgh St. Peter Ferry and Roads i 
122. Lowestoft Water, Gas, and Market.............+. F 


**131. Meriton’sand Hagen’s Sufferance Wharves ...|F 
132. Mersey Conservancy and Docks 

*133. Metropolitan Cattle Market... 
134. Metropolitan New Streets and 

*135. Metropolitan Railway 
136. Metropolitan Sewerage (Outfall to the Sea) .. 
137. Mid-Kent Railway, Bromley to St. Mary’ J 


**151, 


153. New Ross Free Bridge ActA d t 
*154. Newry and Enniskillen Railway ............++0+++ Feb. 4 
155. Newry, Warrenpoint, and Rostrevor Railway|Feb. 4 
156. Newtown& Machynlleth Railway | 
157. Norfolk Estuary Acts A 
158. Norfolk Railway 
159. North Derbyshire Railway 
160. North-Eastern and Hartlepool Dock and Rail-' ‘ 


163. North Level Drainage ...........ccccccccccsscsesses 
164. North Staffordshire Ry. (Bridgewater neues 
‘lp 
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85. Fownhope and Holme Lacy Bridge ........+0+ \Feb.13|Feb.16|Feb.23 

86. Fraserburgh Harbour. Feb. 6|Feb.24|Mar 2 

87. Glasgow City and Suburban Gas ......essseeee Feb. 4/Feb. 5/Feb.10 

88. Glasgow Gas Feb. 4|Feb. 5)Feb.10 

89. Great Northern & Western of Ireland Railway Feb. 4|Feb.19|Feb.24 

90. Great Southern & Western Extension Ry. ...'|Feb. 4|Feb, 5)Feb.10 

**91. Great Southern & Western Railway (Capital)! \Feb. 3 Feb. 6}Feb.11 

92. Great Western and Brentford Railway ......... \Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Feb.11 

**93, Great Yarmouth Britannia Pier.... ..(Feb. 4|Feb. 5|Feb.10 

94, Great Yarmouth Water.....cccseseseseesereeees «+. Feb.24|Feb.25|Mar 2 

95. Guildford Gas |Feb.10/Feb.11|Feb.16 

96. Guildford Water |Feb.13)Feb.16|Feb.23 

97. Hamilton and Strathaven Railway...........0.++ \F eb. 13} Feb. 16/Feb.23 

98. Hartlepool Extension & Headland Imp. (No. 2)! 

99. Haslingden and Todmorden Roads. ..\Feb. 6|Feb. 9|Feb.26 
100. Hereford Cathedral Restoration .. Feb. 5|Feb. 6|withdr 
101. Herne Bay and Faversham Railw iP. Feb. 6|Feb. 9}Feb.16 
102. Hull and Hornsea Railway .........+ struck; off the} list 


Feb. 5|Feb.10 

















123. Mallow and Fermoy Railway .. Feb. 5 
124. Mansfield and Worksop Road .. Feb.10 
**125, Margate Ww ater. F eb.13 
126. ) r Corporation Feb.16 
127. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Ry. 
(Buxton and Cleethorpes) ......-sesseesseeeeeeeee| Feb. 4 
128. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Rail- 
way (Romiley, &c.) Feb. 4 
129. Mayor's Court ofthe City of London ............ Feb. 6 
130. Medical, Legal, and General Mutual, and New 


Equitable Life Assurance Cos. Amalgam ... 










Pp 





Cray (Extension to Dartford) 





























105. Ipswich Water. Feb.18|Feb.19|Feb.24 
106. Islington Parish Feb. 4|Feb.19}Feb.24 
107. Keith and Dufftown Railway (No. 2) .....s.s«+++ Feb. 26 eg Mar 9 
108. Kidsgrove Market Feb. 4|Feb, 5)Feb.10 
109. Kidsgrove Market, Town Hall, &C. .......++.s00++ reb. 5|Feb. 9}Feb.16 
110. Kinross-shire Railway ‘eb. 5)Feb. 6 Feb.11 
111. Lancaster and Carlisle and Ingleton Railway |Feb. 4/Feb. 5)Feb.10 
112. Landport and Southsea Improvement ......... Feb. 9/Feb.10/Feb.16 
113. Langport, Somerton, and Castle Cary Roads.../Feb. 4/Feb. 9|Feb.16 
114. Leslie Railway Feb. 4|Feb. 5|Feb.10 
115. Lewes and Uckfield Railway .........sccssceeee Feb. 4\Feb. 5|Feb.11 
116. Liverpool and Birkenhead Docks ..........+++++ Feb. 4|Feb. 5)Feb.16 
117. Liverpl. Docks Committee & Birkenhead Docks 

118. London (City) Coal Duties ........:.sscseseesees | eee 

119. London (City) Hotel and Building Company.|  .«.- ae eee 
120. London& South-Western Ry.ActsAmendment|Feb. 4)Feb, 5|Feb.10 


Feb.12)Feb.17 


9} Feb.10)Feb.16 


Feb. 6|Feb.11 
Feb.12|Feb.17 
Feb.16|Feb.23 
Feb.20|Mar 3 


Feb.16 


Feb. 5\Feb.16 
Feb. 9|Feb.23 


Feb. 5 


Feb.13|Feb.18 
Feb. 9|Feb.16 
Feb. 5|Feb.11 
Feb. 9!Mar16 
Feb. 5|Feb.11 
Feb.19} ... 








138, Mid-Kent Railway (Croydon Extension) ..|Feb. 4|/Feb.19|Feb.25 
139. Mid-Kent and South Kent Railway. . .| Feb. 13) Feb.17|Feb.26 
140. Midland Gt. Western Ry. of Ireland (SligoExt.) Feb. 9|Feb.10|Feb.16 
141. Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland 
(Tullamore Line) Feb. 6|Feb. 9|Feb.16 
142. Mid-Sussex Railway Feb.13|Feb.26|Mar 3 
143. Milford Improv t Feb. 6/Feb. 9/Feb.16 
144, Monkland Railways Feb. 5/Feb. 6/Feb.31 
145. Mordon Carrs Drainage Feb. 6/Feb. 9|Feb.16 
146, National Assurance & Investment Association] Feb.12|Feb.13\Feb.18 
147. Nene Valley Drainage and Navigation Imp... Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Feb.13 
148. New Brunswick & Canada Railway & Land Co.|Feb. 6)Feb. 9|Feb.16 
149, Newcastle-under-Lyme and Leek Roads ...... Feb. 9|Feb.10)Feb.16 
150. Newport, Abergavenny, and Hereford Railway] Feb.17/Feb.19|Feb.24 
Newquay Pier, Harbour, and Railway ......... Feb. 10) Mar 10|Mar 16 
152. New River Company Feb. 4/Feb. 5\Feb.10 








Feb.13) 
Feb. 5 





Feb.20 





Feb, 5\Feb.10 
Feb. 16|Feb.23 
Feb. 6{Feb.11 





















way Companies’ Amalgamation ........0.++.+. eb. 9 
161. North-Eastern Railway (Capital) Feb. 4 
162. North-Eastern Ry. (Lanchester Valley Br.)... . 4 





























Feb.10|Feb.16 
Feb. 5/Feb.10 
Feb.19|Feb.24 
Feb. 5\Feb.11 
Feb. 6\Feb.11 





**178, Reversionary Interest Society ...-..sessessreerere|FeD.11| Feb, 12 








165. North-Western Railway...... 5\Feb. 6|Feb.11 
166. Norwich and Spalding Railway. ee Feb.11/Feb.16 
167. Oldham, Ashton-under-Lyne & Guide Bridge 
Junction Railways Feb. 4\Feb. 5|/Feb.10 
168. Orkney Roads........ Feb.12|Feb.13|Mar 18 
169. Otley and Skipton Road Feb.17|Feb.19|Feb.24 
**170. Peebles Railway Feb. 4\Feb. 5\Feb.10 
171. Portadown and Dungannon Railway...........- Feb. 5\Feb. 6|Feb.11 
172. Portsmouth Railway Feb. 5)Feb. 6| Feb.1h 
173. Portsmouth Water Feb. 4\Feb. 5\Feb.10 
174. Prestwich, Bury, and Radcliffe Roads ......... Feb. 6|Feb. 9\Feb.16 
175. Price’s Patent Candle Company ........s.s00+ { ~ ty Prete d soy 
176. Pulteney Town Harbour .........sseceeeee saiaginen Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Feb.13 
177. Reading Railways Junction -yastamala Feb. 4\Feb. 5jFeb.11 


Feb.17 
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179. Rhymney Railway Feb.16)Feb.26|Mar 3 





180. Richmond Improvement .......e0.++« eccvescecores vee ose eee 
181. Richmond and Kew Extension Railway......... Feb.17\Feb.26 Mar 3 
182. Ringwood, Christchurch, & Bournemouth Ry.|Feb.12|Feb.13|Feb.18 
183. St. George’s Harbour Act Amendment ........- | 


|Feb. 6!Feb. 9|Feb.16 
..|Feb.12/Feb.13|Feb.18 
Mar17|Mar18] ... 






184, St. Helen's Canal and Railway... 
185. St. Philip’s Church, Liverpool... 
*186. Salford Borough (No. 1) 











*187, Salford Borough (No. 2) Mar 17\Mar 18)... 
188. Salisbury and Yeovil Railway....ccc.cceeeeee Feb.10/Feb.23)Mar 2 

**189. Scottish Central Railway ........... ..|Feb. 5|Feb, 6)Feb.11 
190, Selby and Market Weighton Road........... «+-|Feb. 6)/Feb, 9)Feb.16 


Feb.10\Feb.11)Feb.16 





191. Shrewsbury Gas 
192. Shropshire Union Railways & Canal, London 
and North-Western Railway, and Shrop- 





Feb.17/Feb.18/Feb.23 





shire Canal Comy j 
193. Sittingbourne and Sheerness Railway.........+++ Feb. 4/Feb. 6\Feb.11 
194. Slaney River Improvement ...........e+++0« «-|Feb.16 Feb.17|Feb.27 






195. Southampton, Bristol, and South Wales Ry.... — , ae get de H 
{|Feb. 4 Feb. 5 Feb. 
**196. South Devon Railway........ eceeesceceeeesescoeses ‘|passed the Commons 
197. South-Durham & Lancashire Union Railway|Feb. 4|Feb. 5|Feb.10 
198, South-Eastern Railway (Greenwich Junction 
to Dartford, &c.) Feb. 6|/Feb. 9|Feb.16 





199. South-Eastern Railway (Reading, &c.).........]Feb.10)Feb.11/Feb.16 
200. South London Railway .. ...... eoccceeoeererenees: -+-{Feb.17|Feb.25|Mar 2 
**201. South Shields Gas Feb. 6\Feb. 9/Feb.16 





202. South Staffordshire Water.........ccscrsrsesseseeees Feb.10) Feb.11/Feb.16 
203. South Yorkshire & North Lincolnsh. June. Ry.|Feb.13)Feb.26|Mar 9 
204. Stamford and Essendine Railway Feb. 13} Feb.16|/Feb.24 
205. Stockton New Gas and Stockton Gas Con- 











sumers’ Compani Feb. 4|Feb. 6)/Feb.11 

206. Stockport, Disley, & Whaley Bridge Railway|Feb. 4|Feb.23|Mar 2 
207. Stratford-upon-AVON Gas ....scscesesesssseeere(Fed, 4/Feb. 5|Feb.10 
208. Stratford-upon-Avon Railway ........ ecesseccel Feb.10)Feb.23|Mar 2 
**209. Sunderland Gas Feb. 4)Feb. 5)/Feb.10 
210. Sunken Vessels Recovery Company .«..++++++0++ |Feb. 9|Feb.10/Feb.16 





211. Swansea Docks Feb.18|Feb.19|/Mar 6 
212. Swansea HarbourTrust & Swansea Dock Co...'Feb.16|Feb.20|/Mar 2 
213. Taff Vale Railway Feb. 4/Feb. 5/Feb.10 




















214. Thames Embankments and Railways.......+..+») wanes 
215. Thames and Medway Conservancy.....-.-.-0cesses Feb. 6)Feb. oF eb.24 
216. Thames and Medway Railway 

217. Tilbury, Maldon, and Colchester Railway...... Feb. 4/Feb. 5|Feb.13 
218. Times, Atheneum, & Beacon Ass. Cos. Amal.|Feb.13)Feb.16|Feb.23 
219. Tipperary Joint Stock Banking Company...... 








220. Torquay and St. Mary Church Gas 
221. Tottenham, Hornsey, and Willesden Junc. Ry.|Aband 1 
222. Tralee and Killarney Railway ......s+0000000--e|Feb. 4/Feb. 6/Mar11 
223. Tweed Fisheries Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Feb.11 
224. Tweed River Fisheries Feb. 4/Feb. 6|Feb.10 
225. Tyne Improv: t Feb. 4/Feb. 5|/Feb.13 
226. Vale of Towy Railway 
































227. Victoria Gas....... Feb.17|Feb.19|Feb.27 
228. Victoria (London) Docks ......sesceeeeers wonsenenes Feb. 4|Feb. 5|Feb.10 
229, Watchet Harbour Feb. 4/Feb. 5|Feb.10 
230. Watchet Harbour Trust........... evcececcees esseeeee/FeD. 4) Feb. 5/Feb.10 
**231. Waterford and Tramore Railway -+-|Feb. 4/Feb. 5|Feb.10 
232. Wearmouth Bridge, Ferries and Approaches.../Feb. 4/Feb. 5|/Feb.10 
233. Weaver Navigation Feb. 9/Feb.13|/Feb.23 
234. West of Fife Mineral Railway .........-seceeseesee Feb. 6)Feb. 9)Feb.16 
235. West Hartlepool Harbour and Railway, and 
North-Eastern Railway Cos. Amalgamation)Feb. 6)Feb.10)/Feb.16 


*236. West London and Crystal Palace Railway...... Feb.27|Mar 9\Mar17 
237. West Metropolitan Ry. & Thames Embankment; 
*238. Westminster Improvements (No, 2) F 
239. Westminster Terminus Railway Extension 
(Clapham to Norwood Abandonment) 











Feb. 9/Feb.16 











240. West Somerset Mineral Railway ...... ove: Feb. 4/Feb. 5/Feb.10 
241. West Somerset Railway......ccssecceereee evceesedl Feb.11|Feb.23|Mar 2 
242. Wexford Free Bridge. |Feb.16 Feb.18|Feb.23 


243. Whitehaven and Furness Junction Railway...|Feb. 4/Feb. 5|Feb.10 
Feb. 4 Feb. 5 Feb.10 


244, Whitehaven, Cleator, & Egremont Railway { Hoyal Assent Mar. 21 











**245, Willenhall (Wolverhampton) Gas .... Feb. 9]Feb.10)Feb.16 
246. Wilmslow and Lawton Road...... Feb. 5|Feb. 6|Mar11 
247. Wimbledon and Dorking Railway . Feb.13|Feb.16|Feb.23 
248. Worksop and Attercliffe Railway ..........000+ Feb,10|Feb.12|Feb.17 








**249. Wycombe Railway Feb.11/Feb.12'Feb.17 


BILLS PRESENTED AFTER TIME. 
*249a Liverpool Town and Docks—Read first time, March 11; second 
time, March 16. 
*249b London (City) Coal Duties—Read first time, March 18. 
*249c Great Northern Railway (Capital)—Read first time, March 18. 
*249d Portland Harbour—Read first time, March 9; second time, Mar. 13. 


STANDING ORDERS FOR THE SUSPENSION OF PRIVATE BILLS. 
TuursDaYy, Marcu 12, 1857. 

Ordered, That the promoters of every private bill which has been 
brought into this House in the present session of Parliament, shall have 
leave to suspend any further proceeding thereupon, and to proceed with 
the same bill in the next session of Parliament. 

Ordered, That the promoters of every such bill shall give notice in the 
private bill office, not later than the day prior to the close of the present 
session, of their intention to suspend any further proceedings thereon; 
or, in the case of bills then pending in the House of Lords, of their 
intention to proceed with the same bill in this House in the next session. 

Ordered, That an alphabetical list of all such bills, with a statement of 
the stage at which the same were suspended, distinguishing those bills in 
respect of which subscription contracts have been deposited, shall be 
prepared by the private bill office, and printed. 











Ordered, That not later than three clear days after the next meeting of 
Parliament, the bill (in the form required by Standing Order, No. 168) 
shall be deposited in the private bill office, with a declaration signed by 
the agent annexed thereto, stating that the bill is the same, in every 
respect, as the bill with respect to which proceedings have been so sus- 
pended, at the last stage of its proceeding in the House, in the present 
session. 

Ordered, That the bills indorsed by one of the clerks in the private 
bill office, as having been duly deposited, with the agent’s declarations 
annexed, be laid by one of the clerks of that office upon the table of the 
House, in the next session of Parliament, in the order in which they 
shall stand upon such list, but not exceeding fifty bills on any one day. 

Ordered, That in respect of every bill so laid upon the table, the peti- 
tion for the same bill, and the order of leave to bring in the same in the 
present session, shall be read, and thereupon. such bill shall be read a 
first time; and a second time (if the bill shall have been read a second 
time previously to its being suspended); and (except in the case of bills 
in respect of which a subscription contract has been deposited) if such 
bill shall have been reported by any committee in the present session, the 
order for referring such bill to a committee shall be dispensed with, and 
the bill ordered to lie upon the table, or to be read a third time, as the 
case may be. 

Ordered, That in the case of bills, in respect of which a subscription 
contract has been entered into prior to the present session, provided it 
shall be proved to the satisfaction of the committee to which the bill is 
referred, that the deposits in respect thereof (see Standing Orders 63 and 
64) have not been withdrawn, it be an instruction to the committee to 
insert a clause enacting that such contract shall be as valid as if the 
bill had passed in the present session of Parliament; and ifany such bill 
shall have been reported by any committee in the present session, the 
same shall be referred to a committee solely for such purpose. 

Ordered, That all petitions presented in the present session against 
private bills, and which stood referred to the committees on such bills, 
shall stand referred to the committees on the same bills, in the next 
session of Parliament. 

Ordered, That no petitioners shall be heard before the committee on 
such bill, unless their petition shall have been presented within the time 
limited in the present session. 

Ordered, That in case the time limited for presenting petitions against 
any such bill shall not have expired at the close of the present session, 
petitioners may be heard before the committee on such bill, provided their 
petition be presented previous to, or not later than, seven clear days after 
the second reading thereof in the next session. 

Ordered, That all instructions to committees on private bills in the 
present session, which shall be suspended previously to their being re- 
ported by any committee, be instructions to the committee on the same 
bills in the next session. 

Ordered, That the said orders be Standing Orders of this House. 


<> 
oF 


Marriages and Deaths. 
MARRIAGES. 

BAILLIE—RONALD—On Mar. 17, at St. Paul’s Church, Edinburgh, 
by the Right Rev. the Bishop of Edinburgh, James William Baillie, 
Esq., the younger, of Culter Allers, Writer to the Signet, to Wilhelmina, 
ee tear of John Ronald, Esq., Solicitor before the Supreme Courts of 
Scotlan 

CATES—BAKER—On Mar. 19, at Bloomsbury Chapel, by the Rev. 
W. Brock, Robert Cates, jun., Esq., Solicitor, Fakenham, Norfolk, to 
Louisa, eldest daughter of Mr. William Baker, of the same place. 


DEATHS. 


FOX—On Mar. 20, at 16 Oxford-terrace, Clapham-road, John Elliott, son 
of John Elliott Fox, jun., Esq., Solicitor; aged 7 months, 

GRAY—On Mar. 13, Jessie, the eldest daughter of John Gray, Esq., of 
the Temple, and of 4 Glocester-crescent, Regent’s-park, aged 22. 

HUGHES—On Mar. 26, at The Green, Hampstead, William Hughes, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, in his 65th year. 

WILDIG—On Feb. 3, at Lucknow, Oude, East Indies, Laura Matilda, 
wife of Brigade-Major Wildig, H.E.LC.S., and youngest child of the 
late Thomas Gibson Brewer, of Lincoln’s-inn, and of Jersey, Esq. 





> 
a 


Undaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 


Batevy, Jonn, Duffield, Derbyshire, Esq., and ANTHONY RADFORD 
Srrutt, Belper, Derbyshire, Esq., £220: 15: 8 Consols.—Claimed by 
Joun Baievy and AntHoNy Raprorp Strutt. 

BICKNELL, ROBERT, Bloomsbury-sq., Esq., £2: 18: 6 Annuities. —Claimed 
by GrorGE BICKNELL, sole executor. 

BLATHWAYT, WILLIAM, Harptree, Somersetshire, Esq., and GEorGE BEN- 
JAMIN BunBury, Bath, Esq., £6: 12: 10 Long Annuities—Claimed by 
GEORGE BENJAMIN BunsBury, the survivor, 

Bourton, Sopuia. Mickleham, Surrey, spinster, £90: 15: 11 Consols.— 
Claimed by Sopura BoutTon, spinster. 

BRADE, MARY ANN, Mercers’-hall, widow, £100 Consols.—Claimed by 
Mary ANN GEIBEL, wife of Louis Karl Geibel (formerly BRADE). 

Carr, RALPH, deceased, Park-crsct., Regent’s-park, Esq., £300: 0:2 
Consols.—Claimed by Rev. Joun Carr, acting executor of the said 
RALPH CaRR. 

Cuaptyn, JAMES Rosert, Much Hadham, Herts, Gent., £1,700 Consols. 
—Claimed by AccoUNTANT-GENERAL of the Court of CHANCERY, in 
trust, in re James RoBERT CHAPLYN, a person of unsound mind. 

CuIcHEsTER, Sir ARTHUR, Youlston, Devon, Bart., £1,102 : 6 : 7 Consols. 
—Claimed by Sir ARTHUR CHICHESTER, Bart. 

CLARKE, SUSANNAH HAWLEY, Sidmouth, Devonshire, spinster, £57: 18:6 
Reduced 3 per Cents.—Claimed by SusannaH HAWLEY MACDONALD, 
widow, formerly SusanNnAH HAWLEY CLARKE, spinster. 

Dates, Rev. Epwarp, Smethwick, Statfordshire, clerk, £20 Long An- 
nuities.—Claimed by CHARLES MILLER and GeorGE MILLER, executors 
of the Rev. Epwakp DatEs. 
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DAVENPORT, Epwarp,' Lime-st., silversmith, £1,000 New 3 per Cents.— 
Claimed by Epwarp Davenrort Bryan and WILLIAM PowELL, sur- 
viving executors. 

Davies, GEorGE, Old Broad-st., Gent., deceased, Jonn ATKINSON, and 
EpwarD JouN HALt, Leeds, Yorkshire, attorneys-at-law.—Claimed by 
Wit11aM Hey, Tuomas TowneEnp Disp, and JoHN WILLIAM ATKINSON, 
executors of JoHN ATKINSON, the survivor. 

ForsBes, ANNIE, Kingairloch, Argyleshire, N.B., spinster, £80: 14: 10 
Reduced.—Claimed by Antz ForBes, spinster. 

ForpHam, JoHN EpwakD, Melbourne, Cambridgeshire, Esq., £5 Annui- 
ties for a term of years.—Claimed by Joun Epwarp ForDHAM. 

GLANFIELD, THOMAS, jun., Queen’s-row, Kennington, Gent., £50 Consols. 
—Claimed by Sara GLANFIELD, widow, administratrix. 

GoopvE, Henry, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq.. Rev. Francis GoopE, Clap- 
ham, and Rev. WILLIAM Goong, Charterhouse-sq., £102: 3: 11 Re- 
duced.—Claimed by Henry GoopE and Rey. WILLIAM GooDE, the 
survivors. 

HARKNEss, JOHN SamvuEL, Ivey-house, Ore, Sussex, M.D., £68: 15:1 
Consols.—Claimed by RoBerT WILLIAM Parsons, surviving acting 
executor. 

Lynn, ExizanetH, Keswick, Cumberland, spinster, £55: 0: 7 Reduced. 
—Claimed by Exizasetu Lynn. 

MARSHALL, JOHN, Barnstaple, Devon, Esq., and Jonn May, Broadgate, 
Pilton, Devon, Esq., £550 Consols.—Claimed by JoHN MaRsHALL, the 
survivor. 

Motesworts, Sir Wri11AM, Bart., Pencarrow, Cornwall, Rev. OLIveR 
Rouse, Rector of Falcott, Devonshire, and THoMas WooLLcomsE, 
Devonport, £50 New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by THomas WOOLLCoMBE, 
the survivor. 

Monro, Emity Gorpon, Ensham-house, Dorset, spinster, £220 Consols.— 
Claimed by Emmy Gorpon Monro. 

Monro, Georoina, Ensham-house, Dorset, spinster, £220 Consols.— 
Claimed by GrorGina Monro. 

REMNANT, FREDERICK, Lovell's-ct., Paternoster-row, bookseller, Saran 
REMNANT, his wife, JamMES REMNANT, a minor, and Mary REMNANT, a 
minor, £100: 11: 8 Consols.—Claimed by said Saran REMNANT, widow, 
and Mary Remnant, formerly a minor, the survivors. 

ReEYNaRD, Epwarp Horner, Sunderlandwick, Driffield, Yorkshire, Esq., 
£39: 4: 10 Consols.—Claimed by Epwarp Horner REYNARD. 

Saunpers, CHARLES ALEXANDER, Princes-st., Esq., £1,263 : 8 : 7 Consols. 
—Claimed by CHARLES ALEXANDER SAUNDERS. 

SHELBOURNE, Lucy, widow, SUSAN SHELBOURNE, spinster, Purfleet, and 
James Law, Broadway, Ludgate-hill, wine merchant, £107 : 4: 9 Con- 
sols.—Claimed by Susan ANDERSON, wife of RoBERT ANDERSON (for- 
merly SusaAN SHELBOURNE), and JAMES Law. the survivors. 

Smita, Rev. SamuEL, Dry Drayton, Cambridgeshire, £12 : 10 Long 
Annuities; and £300 Consols, standing in the name of said Rev. 
Samvet Situ, D.D., described of Christ Church, Oxford.—Claimed 
by Frances Fisuer, wife of Horatio NELSON FIsHER, administratrix 
to said Rev. SAMUEL SMITH. 

SwaALLow, Ricuarp, Old Ford, Bow, Middlesex, victualler, E>w1n PETERs, 
Old Ford, Bow, victualler, and WiiLt1AM CRAWLEY, Goodge-st., Totten- 
ham-ct.-rd., Gent., £22: 2:4 New 3 per cents—Claimed by Epwin 
Peters and WILLIAM CRAWLEY, survivors. 

Torr, JANE, East Leigh-house, West Leigh, Devonshire, widow, £750 
Consols.—Claimed by Frances Torr, spinster, administratrix. 

TROTTER, ALEXANDER, Throgmorton-st., Esq., and Rev. WALTER KERR 
Hamutton, Residentiary Canon of Salisbury, £920: 12: 8 Consols.— 
Claimed by ALEXANDER TroTTER and the Right Rev. the Bishop of 
SALISBURY. 

Tyson, THomas, University-st., New-rd., Gent., £42: 6:7 New 3 per 
Cents., formerly £3 5s. per Cents.—Claimed by said THomas Tyson. 

Wuite, CAROLINE Emity, Montague-grove, Hampstead, spinster, 
£131: 6:6 New 3 per Cents.—Claimed by CaroL_ive EMILY MaBERLy, 
wife of Rev. THomas AsTLEY MABERLY, formerly CAROLINE EMILY 
WuirtE. 

Wituiams, W1L11AM Rosser, Lincoln’s-inn, Middlesex, Barrister-at-Law, 
Rev. JosEpH CHARLES BADELEY, Halesworth, Suffolk, clerk, Sir 
THomas BrautHwayt BeEvor, Hargham, Norfolk, Bart., and Isaac 
Jermy, Stanfield, Norfolk, Esq., £851:3:4 Reduced.—Claimed by 
Witu1am Rosser WititaMs and Sir THomas BrautHwayT BEEVOR, 
Bart., survivors. 

WitpvE, Cuaries RoBeRT CiAvupeE, Dover-st., Piccadilly, Esq., £50 Con- 
sols.—Claimed by Lord Truro (formerly CHARLES ROBERT CLAUDE 
WILDE). 

Younc, Jonn Apo.pavs, St. Mildred's-ct,, London, Esq., and Mary 
Etmstey, Toronto, Upper Canada, £55: 3:10 Consols—Claimed by 
Joun ADOLPHUS YOUNG, the survivor. 


> 
> 
Next of Kin 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


GILLINE, FRANCIS (who died at Chatham about 40 years ago), formerly 
of Leeds, afterwards a soldier serving abroad with the late Duke of 
York, and was married at Leeds. His daughters, or their heirs, to 
apply to Robinson & Atkinson, solicitors, Beverley and Hull. 

HI, Rev. RowLanp (who died in 1833), Clerk, Wootten Underedge, 
Gloucestershire, and Surrey Chapel. Next of kin and their legal per- 
sonal representatives to come in and prove their claims on or before 
April 15, at V. C. Wood's Chambers. 

MEGGET, AITLIN (who died in April, 1855), Leather Merchant, 12 Gt. St. 
Thomas Apostle, London. Next of kin to come in and prove their 
claims on or before May 1, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Morison, Jonn (who died in Feb. 1835), Esq., Auchentoul, Banffshire, 
and 16 New Burlington-st., London. Legatees and annuitants, or 
their representatives, to come in and prove their claims on or before 
April 22, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Yorx, Wittram (who died on or about the 8th day of February, 1857), 
late of Twyford-st., Caledonian-rd., in the county of Middlesex. Next 
of kin to apply to Henry Revell Reynolds, Esq., solicitor for the Affairs 
of her Majesty’s Treasury, at the Treasury, Whitehall. 














{Money Market, 


CITY, Frmay Eventne. 


The English Funds continue without animation, and with 
very little variation in prices. The lowest quotation of Consols 
during the week has been 934, and the highest 933 per cent. 
In foreign securities business has been limited and flat, with 
little fluctuation. Early in the week there was an active 
demand for money at current rates. Afterwards the market 
became more easy. To day the demand has revived, and been 
again active. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
21st March, 1857, which we give below, it appears that the 
amount of notes in circulation is £18,584,440, being an 
increase of £67,075, and the stock of bullion in both depart- 
ments is £10,322,297, showing an increase of £24,632, when 
compared with the previous return. 

Notwithstanding the arrivals of gold from Australia since the 
commencement of the present year have been very large, it is 
seen that the bullion heldby the Bankof England has sustained 
little variation. At the beginning of the year it amounted to 
about £10,000,000, and up to the period of the last return it 
has continued at nearly the same amount. As the Bank of 
England holds the chief public store of the precious metals in 
this country, and the amount of its store continues steady, it 
seems evident that the large supplies received from Australia 
have not exceeded the requirements of our circulating medium 
and the demands of trade. It is very remarkable and rather 
surprising, that the millions received during the present year, 
and the many more millions received since gold fields were 
discovered in Australia, have not produced a redundant supply. 
The returns of the Board of Trade shew that our trade exports 
last year were £20,000,000 in excess of the previous year. 
This indicates a progressive increase in commerce, keeping in 
circulation a proportionately larger amount of gold and silver. 
The price of grain continues to decline. Grain is the article 
most generally in demand among civilised nations. If the 
supply of gold and silver were redundant, the price of corn and 
breadstuffs would advance. But the price of grain continues 
to decline, not only in the markets of this country, but generally 
on the continent. The demand in Spain and France which, 
during last winter, came into competition with the large demand 
of England, has come to an end, and the present demand is 
not equal to the supply. 

During this week, further investigation has been made into 
the affairs of the London and Eastern Banking Corporation. 
The paid-up capital being £250,000, it appears that £237,000 
has been lent upon mortgage on estates belonging to Colonel 
Waugh, one of the directors; other large advances have been 
made to the directors, and to the manager. At a meeting of 
the shareholders, the chairman of the company admitted he was 
indebted £12,000 to the establishment. A director was under- 
stood to have borrowed £5,350 on the security of his own shares ; 
another director £5,500 on the security of property worth 
£3,000; and the manager £27,000 on various securities. A 
shareholder inquired upon what pretext £237,000 could have 
been sunk on mortgages, when the legitimate business for 
which the concern was established offered safe and large profits. 
It was replied that 10 per Cent. was paid upon the mortgages, 
which caused a strong feeling that the offer of such a rate of 
interest in this country, ought to have been a warning that the 
securities were of a questionable character. The direct liabilities 
of the bank were stated by the accountant to be £397,784, 
and it was intimated, that after allowing for losses, the 
assets may yield £413,450, which will leave about £16,000 to 
meet the shareholders’ paid-up capital of £250,000. 


Bank of England, 


AN ACCOUNT, PURSUANT TO THE ACT 7TH AND 8TH VICTORIA, C. 32, FOR 
THE WEEK ENDING ON SATURDAY, THE 21ST DAY OF MARCH, 1857. 


IssuE DEPARTMENT. 


£ £ 
Notes issued a 94,065,160 | Government Debt 11,015,100 
Other Securities . - 8,459,900 
Gold Coin and Bullion. 9,590,160 
Silver Bullion ‘ poe 
£24,065, 160 £24,065, 160 
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BANKING DEPARTMENT. 


£ 
Proprietors’ Capital . 14,553,000 | Government Securities 
Rest . - 3,813,985 (incl. Dead Weight 
Public Deposits (includ- Annuity) . - 11,646,018 
ing Exchequer, Sav- Other Securities - 19,998,712 


ings’ Banks, Commis- Notes . . 5,480,720 

sioners of National Gold and Silver Coin ° 732,137 

Debt, and Dividend 

Accounts) . + 8,906,791 
Other Deposits . 9,902,845 
Seven day & other Bills 680,966 





£37,857,587 
Dated the 26th day of Mar., 1857. 


English funds. 


ENGLISH Funps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 


Bank Stock ..... wecccecescees 
3 per Cent. Red. ‘Ann. eee 
3 per Cent, Cons. Ann.... 
New 3 per Cent. Ann. ... 
New 23 per Cent. Ann.... 
34 per Cent. Annuities... 
5 per Cent. Annuities ... 





£37,857,587 


M. Marswatt, Chief Cashier, 
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Railway Stack. 

















Railways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 
Bristol and Exeter ...| 914 91 ao ine 913 91 
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London Ghasettes. 





Turspay, March 24, 1857. 


Her Majesty has been pleased to make the following appointments :— 
The Most Noble Charles Cecil John, Duke of Rutland, to be Lord Lieu- 
tenant and Custos Rotulorum of the county of Leicester ; 

The Right Hon. William, Earl of Burlington, to beLord Lieutenant and 
Custos Rotulorum of the county of Lancaster; and 

William Thomas Spencer, Esq. (commonly called Viscount Milton), to 
be Lord Lieutenant and Custos Rotulorum of the West Riding of the 
county of York. 

WHiITEHALL, March 23, 1857. 


The Queen has granted the dignity of a Viscount of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland unto the Right Hon. Charles Shaw 
Lefevre, late Speaker of the House of Commons, and the heirs male of his 
body lawfully begotten, by the name, style, and title of Viscount Eversley, 
of Heckfield, in the county of Southampton. 


Fripay, March 27, 1857. 


Her Majesty, by and with the advice of her Privy Council, is pleased 
to order that, within one month after this order shall have been pub- 
lished in the Zondon Gazette, all the provisions of the ‘Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854” (except such as are contained in secs, 2, 17, 75, 76, 
77, 95, 97, 98), and the whole of the 99th sec. (except so much thereof as 
explains the meaning of the word “‘action”’), and also except such as 
are contained in secs. 100, 101, 102, 104, 105, and 107, and the rules made 





and to be made in pursuance of the said act, except such rules, if any, 
as apply exclusively to the said excepted sections, shall extend and 
apply to the Court of Record of the city of Norwich, called the Guildhall 
Court. And her Majesty is further pleased to order, that all the powers 
or duties incident to the provisions of the said act hereby applied to the 
said Court of Record shall be exercised, in respect to matters in the 
said court, by the judge thereof. And a similar order is made with 
regard to the application to the said court and the judge thereof, of the 
“Summary Procedure on Bills of Exchange Act, 1855.” 


LONDON COMMISSIONER TO ADMINISTER OATHS IN CHANCERY, 
Rosrvson WILLIAM, 32 Charterhouse-square, Gent.—March 26. 


Bankrupts. 
TorspaY, March 24, 1857. 


ATACK, Samver, Builder, Leeds. April 3 and May 1, at 11; Leeds. 
Com. West. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Dibb, Atkinson, & Piper, Leeds. 
Pet. Mar. 14. 

ATKINSON, THomas, Woollen Manufacturer, Brearley, Luddenden Foot, 
Yorkshire. April 3 and May 1, at 11; Leeds. Com. West. Off. Ass. 
Young. Sols. Holroyde, Son, & Cronhelm, Halifax; or Bond & Bar- 

wick, Leeds. Pet. Mar. 14. 

BROCKLEHURST, Epwarp Gray, Hose and Strap Manufacturer, Liver- 
pool. April 3 and 24, at 11; Liverpool, Com. Stevenson. Off. Ass, 
Turner. Sol, Tyrer, North John-st., Liverpool. Pet. Mar. 9. 

CHRISMAS, TiLpEN, Coal Merchant, Chatham and Sheerness. Mar. 31 
{not Mar. 30, as in ‘last Friday's Gazette] and April 30, at 2; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Selby, 15 Coleman-st. Pet. 
Mar. 18. 

COLLENS, Rosert, Licensed Victualler, 100 High Holborn, and Talbot 
Inn-yard, Borough High-st. April 3, at 2.30, and April 28, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Holroyd. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sols. King & George, 
35 King-st., Cheapside. Pel. Mar. 21. 

DAVIS, WILLIAM PopuaM, & JAMES Davis (Davis Bros.), Slate Merchants, 
Cardiff. April 6 and May 5, at 11; Bristol Com. Hill. Off. Ass. 

iller. Sols. Lovibond, Bridgewater, Somersetshire; or Bevan & 
Girling, Bristol. Pet. Mar. 9. 

ENGLAND, RicHARD, Manufacturer, Wilsden, Bradford, Yorkshire. 
April 21 ‘and May 11, at 11; Leeds, Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. Hope. 
_ Weatherhead & Burr, Keighley ; ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. 
far. 13. 

LONE, Epwarp Crakk, Oil and Drug Merchant, 2 Cullum-st. April 2, 
at 2, and May 8, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Whitmore. 
Sols. King & George, 35 King-st., Cheapside. Pet, Mar. 23. 

RENNISON, Frank (F. Rennison & Co.), Merchant and Warehouseman, 
21 Milk-st., Cheapside, also at 8 Matson-ter., Kingsland-rd., keeping a 
Day-school. April 7 at 2, and May 5, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon- 
blanque. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Moss, 23 Moorgate-st. Pet. Mar. 20. 

RICHARDSON, George Davy, Ironfounder, Carlisle. Mar. 31, at 11, 
and May 8, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. Of. ‘Ass. 
Baker, Sols. Wright, Carlisle; Gray, Armstrong, & Mounsey, Staples- 
inn, London; or Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. et. Mar. 17. 


Fray, March 27, 1857. 


DILLON, Tuomas, Boot and Shoe Maker, Halifax. April 20 and May 11, 
at 12; Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Off. Ass. Hope. Sol. Brierley, Halifax. 
Pet. Mar. 24. 

EVES, Wit11AM Dickens, Victualler, The Wellington, Seven Sisters-rd., 
Holloway, and Cock Tavern, Old-st., St. Lukes. April 4 and May 7, at 
1; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Elard, 4 
Trafalgar-sq. Pet. Mar. 24. 

HIND, ANDREW, Tea Dealer, 2 & 5 Pleasant-row, Pentonville. April 7, at 
2, and May 5,at1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Graham. 
Sols, Willoughby, Cox, & Lord, 13 Clifford’s-inn. Pet. Mar. 24. 

HORNBY, Benuamiy, Hotel-keeper, Hoylake, Cheshire. April 8 and May 4, 
atll; Liverpool. Com. Perry. Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sol. Smith, Liver- 
pool. Pet. Mar. 25. 

JAMES, Cuarzes, Victualler, Loughborough, Leicester. April 7 and 28, 
at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. (ff. Ass. Harris. Sol. Inglesant, 
Loughborough. Pet. Mar. 24, 

JEFFCOATT, Witi1am, Baker, King’s-heath, Worcestershire. April 6 
and 27, at 10.30 ; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Christie. Sol. 
Smith, Birmingham. Pet. Mar. 25. 

LASHMAR, Grorce, Seed Crusher, 7 Bond-st., Brighton (formerly of 
Tortington Mills, Arundel). April 7, at 2, and May 5, at 1.30; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Of. Ass. Stansfeld. et. Mar. 20. 

LONG, James, Rag Merchant, Kent-st., Portsea, Southampton. April 7, 
at 11, and May 7, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Off. Ass. Bell. 
Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, Sise-la., Bucklersbury. Pet. Mar. 25, 

MARSHALL, Joun (Great-Western Coal Co.), Coal Merchant, Friar-st. 
and Victoria Wharf, Reading, Market-pl, Wokingham, and various 
Railway Stations. ‘April 18, at 10.30, and May 8, at 1.30; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, 
Sise-la., Bucklersbury. Pet. Jan. 27. 

MEE, Wit11am, Manufacturer of Plain and Fancy Hosiery, Leicester. 
April 7, and May 12, at 10.30; Nottingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. 
a. Sols. Stone & Paget, Leicester; or James, Birmingham. Vet. 

ar. 26, 

NICHOLS, Hirixarp, Corn Merchant, Bedford. April 17, at 11, and 
May 8, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols. 
Linklaters & Hackwoood, 17 Sise-la., Bucklersbury. Pet. Mar. 27. 

ROBERTS, Joun Jones, Metal Broker, Liverpool. April 8 and 29, at 11; 
Liverpool. Com. Perry. Off. Ass. Morgan. Sols. Fletcher & Hull, 
Liverpool. Pet. Mar. 24. 

SKINNER, Josep, Auctioneer, 30 Gt. James-st., Bedford-row. April 
17, at 12, and May 8, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Off. Ass. 
Cannan. * Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers, 
Old Jewry. Pet. Mar. 5 

SMITH, BENsamiy, Licensed Victualler, Royal Oak, Whitechapel-rd. 
April 9, and May 5, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Og. Ass. 
Lee. Sols. Cox & Sons, 14 Sise-la, Pet, Mar. 25. 

SMITH, James, Marine Store Dealer, Walsall. April 9, at 10, and April 
30, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
yo & Hemmant, Walsall; or Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham, 

et, Mar, 23, 








a a a a 


SS fh hh Tr Th 


3 





T= 


S= 


It, 











Mar. 28, 1857. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 321 








SOLOMON, Sotomon, Tailor, 1 Strand. April 7, at 1.30, and May 5, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. Of. Ass. Stansfeld. Bol. 
Oldknow, 3 Guildford-pl., Russell-sq. Pet. Mar. 24. 

STEWART, Jouy, Ironfounder, Preston, Lancashire. April 6 and 28, at 
12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Fraser. Sols. R. & W. Ascroft, Preston; or 
Cobbett & Wheeler, Brown-st., Booth-st., Manchester. Pet. Mar. 25. 

TRIPP, JAMES STEVENS, Dealer in Mining’and other Shares, Lombard- 
st.-chambers, Clement’s-la. April 8, at 2, and May 6, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fonblanque. Off. Ass. Graham. Sols, Linklaters & Hack- 

! wood, 17 Sise-lane. Pet. arrangement, Feb. 20. 

WATMOUGH, Epwarp, Draper, Manchester. April 11, and May 1, at 
12; Manchester. Og Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Lee, 18 St. Paul's 
Churchyard, Loudon; or Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, Manchester. 
Pet. Mar, 19. 

WAVELL, Tuomas Brooke, Bill Broker, 3 Adams-ct., Old Broad-st. April 
20, at 12, and May 13, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com, Goulburn. Off. Ass. 
Nicholson. Sol. Stubbs, 46 Moorgate-st. Pet. Mar. 16. 

WRIGHT, Jonatuan, Shoemaker, Burnley, Lancashire. April 20, and 
May 11, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Pott. Sols. Alcock & Holmes, 
Burnley ; or Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, Manchester. Pet. Mar. 21. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED 

Tuespay, March 24, 1857. 
Kerttir, Henry Newman, Grocer, High-st., Godalming, Surrey. 
Wane, WILLIAM ATTEWELL, Grocer, Highworth, Wilts. Mar. 19 

Fray, March 27, 1857. 
Byron, Henry, Clothier, 6 York-ter., Ratcliffe. Mar. 18. 

MEETINGS. 

Turspay, March 24, 1857. 

Fox, Samve. Craneé (John Fox & Son), Wine and — Merchant, 
Liverpool. April 15, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. iv. 

PoLLack, EpwarpD, Sugar Refiner, Fieldgate-st., Middlesex. April 23, at 
12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Seppo, James, Marble Mason, Liverpool. April 15, at 11; Liverpool. 
Com. Perry. Div. 

Smiru, Henry WILLIAM, Woollendraper, _ Westminster. April 
16, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. Last £ 

Unwin, ISAAC, Builder, 30 & 65 Poland-st., Oxford-st. April 16, at 
12,30. Com. Evans. Div. 

Fripay, March 27, 1857. 

Apamson, Ropert Henry (Robert Adamson & Co.), Wine and Spirit 
Merchant, 14 John-st., Berkeley-sq. April 18, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Fane. Div. 

AnpREws, NicHoLas, & Tuomas ANDREws, Ir ‘3, Gateshead. 
— April 22, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison, Final 

iv. 

CARPENTER, RIcHARD, Licensed Victualler, Museum Tavern, Museum-st., 
Bloomsbury. April 25, at 1; ghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

CorTcHING, JOHN, Farmer, Hail Weston, Huntingdonshire. April 18, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

DALRYMPLE, ALEXANDER, Merchant, 11 Lime-st. April 24, at 12, before 
Com. Fane, Basinghall-st., to decide on offer of composition. 

Dickenson, Joun (Dickenson Brothers), Merchant, Staffordshire, Walsall. 
April 20, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. Div. 

Epwarps, WILLIAM, Ale and Porter Merchant, 325 High-st., Wapping. 
April 17, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans, Div. 

Hart, RICHARD, Wine and Spirit Merchant, West Hartlepool, Durham. 
April 20, at 11; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. First and Final 
Div. 





Hawkins, James, Corn Dealer, Richard-st., Woolwich. April 18, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Horsman, Srmon, Tea Dealer, Westgate, Bradford, Yorkshire. April 6, 
at 12; Leeds. Com. Ayrton. Last Ex. 

Howeats, Henry, & GEORGE Howaare, Steel Converters, Sheffield. 
April 18, at 10; Sheffield. Com. West. Div. 

NIcHOLLs, FRANCIS, Merchant, 5 Thornhill-cresct., Islington. April 18, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

NicHoLts, JosEPH RoseERT, Tavern Keeper, Three Tuns Tavern, Oxford- 
st. April 17, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Rive, WILLIAM, Ham and Beef Shop Keeper, 29 Paddington-st., St. Mary- 
lebone. April 7, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Choice of 
new Assignee. 

Rosinson, Wittr1amM, Dyer, Spring Meadow, Saddleworth, Yorkshire. 
April-21, at 11; at the offices of Barker & Son, Solicitors, Huddersfield, 
to decide upon offer of composition then and there to be made. 

Roya. BritisH Bank, South Sea House, Threadneedle-st., — elsewhere. 
April 17, at 11; Basinghall-si. Com Holroyd. Fur. Di 

SADGROVE, WILL1aM, jun., & Ricwarp Race, Cenbnetanaivers Eldon-st., 
Finsbury, and Dunning’ s-alley, Bishopsgate-st. April 25, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Div. 

Senior, Ropert, & STEPHEN SENIOR, Blanket Manufacturers, Staincliff, 
Batley, Yorkshire. April 7, at 11; Leeds. Com. Ayrton Last Ex. 

Smirn, JAMES HENRY, Corset Maker, 238 Oxford-st., and 54 Connaught- 
ter., Hyde-park. April 17, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. Div. 

Sraxsunr, JosHua DRUNING, Draper, Richmond, Surrey. April 18, at 

; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. iv. 

saan aes (Eccles, Nuttall, & Co.), Cotton Spinner, Bottoms Hall 
Mill, Tottington Lower End, Lancashire. April 24, at 1; Manchester. 
Com. Skirrow. Last Ex. 

TEASALL, OSBORN ENGALL, Timber Merchant, Norwich. April 23, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. Last £x. 

Waitt, Jonn, Draper, Northampton. April 17, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Fane. Final Div. 

Wutson, James, Tailor, 17 Princes-st., Hanover-sq. April 17, at 1.30 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. ‘Second Div. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Turspay, March 24, 1857. 

Barnes, SAMUEL, Machine Maker, Oldham. First, 4s. 63d., on new proofs. 
Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 1041 

Barron, | JOHN, & GEORGE Barton, Copper Roller Manufacturers, 

t First, 1s. 9$d., sep. est. of G. Barton. Fraser, 
45 George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 & 1. 

Benson, ELIZABETH, & SARAH Benson, Private Hotel and Boarding- 
house-keepers, Mansfield Hotel, 4 Mansfield-st., Portland-pl. Second, 
3 on new proofs. Stangfeld, 10 Basinghail-st. ; any Thursday, 

& 2. 








Brett, Bensamin, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, 101 St. George’s-st., 
Ratcliff-highway, and 138 High-st., Poplar. First, 334. Whitmore, 
2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 & 3. 

Cray, Jonny, Ale and Porter Merchant, South Shields. First, 8d. Baker, 
Royal Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 & 3. 

Crayton, WILLIAM, Langcliffe, WILLIAM Crayton, Lostock, & WILLIAM 
Wison, Preston, Bankers. Sixth, 53d, on joint est. ; and further div. 
of 1d. on sep. est. of W. Clayton, of Lostock ; also, first, 20s. of W. 
Wilson, “ye Preston. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester; any Tues 
day, E. 

Henton, Henry, Licensed Victualler, Red hag em. First, 1s. 53d. 
Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 & 3. 

HoLMEs, BENJAMIN, & CHARLES JouN Morris Lewis, Boot and Shoe 
Makers, Birmingham. First, 6s. 6d. joint est.; and 34d. sep. est. of 
B. Holmes. Whitmore, 19 Upper Temple-st., Birmingham ; any Friday, 
11 &3. 

TWEEN, Jonn Squire, Miller, Ware Westmill, Hertfordshire. First, 3d. 

Stangfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, 11 & 2. 
Frinay, March 27, 1857. 

BIRTWISTLE, RICHARD, Innkeeper, Bury, Lancashire. First, 63s, 9d 
Pott, 7 Charlotte-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 & 1. 

Borp, FRANCIS, Grocer, North Shields. First, 2s. 4d. Baker, Royal 
Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 & 3. 

Byers, MiIcHAEL & THOMAS, Ship Builders, Monkwearmouth. First, 
2s. 6d. joint est.; First, 3s. 4d. sep. est. of M. Byers. Baker. Royal 
Arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 & 3. 

Davis, EpwAkD MEACHER, Licensed Victualler, Sutton Coldfield, War- 
wickshire. First, 4s. ld. Christie, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham; any 
Thursday, 11 & 3 

GASKELL, Jos1AH- CouLTuurst, & THomas GARSTANG, Machine Makers, 
Blackburn, Lancashire. First, 4s. 9d. joint est.; First, 5s. sep. est. of 
Garstang. Pott, 7, Charlotte-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, li & 1. 

GRAYBURN, Witu1aM, Grocer, *Kingston-upon-Hull. First, ls. 6d. 
Carrick, Quay-st. Chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 & 2. 

GriFFiIn, James, Game Dealer, Liverpool. First, 3s. 1ld. Morgan, 10 
Cook-st., Liverpool; any Wednesday, 11 & 2. 

GWwiLLiAM, GeorcE, Blacksmith, Liverpool. First, 3s. 11d. Morgan, 
10 Cook-st., Liverpool; any Wednesday, 11 &2 

Howeate, HENRY, & GEorGE Howeartr, Steel Manufacturers, Sheffield. 
First, 10s. sep. est. of H. Howgate; First, 20s. sep. bs of G. Howgate. 
Brewin, 11 St. James's-st., Sheffield; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Howrrt, THOMAS, Licensed Victualler, Sheffield. First, 6s. 3d. Brewin, 
11 St. James’s-st., Sheffield; any Tuesday, 11 &2 

Lorp, Srreon, & EDWARD Lorp, Millwrights, Bacup, Lancashire. First, 
2s. 6d. Pott, 7, Charlotte-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 & 1. 

Marratt, Witiiam, Attorney-at-Law, Doncaster. First, 5s. 63d. 
Brewin, 11 St. James’s-st., Sheffield; any Tuesday, 11 & 2. 

Munton, GEORGE Octavius, Surgeon "and Apothecary, Bourne, Lincoln- 
shire. First, 6s. Harris, Middle Pavement, Nottingham; Monday 
next, or three following Mondays, 11 & 3. 

PLuMsout, SamMvEL, Coal Merchant, Sheffield. First, 3s, 2¢., new proofs 
only. Brewin, 11 St. James’s-st., Sheffield; any Tuesday, il & 2. 

PrigsTLEY, SAMUEL, Acrington, Lancashire (in copartnership with James 
Whitaker & John Ellison, Ironfounders). First, ls. 11d Pott, 7 Char- 
lotte-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 & 1. 

PrupHor, RoBERT, Grocer, Durham. First, 2s. 5d. Baker, Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 & 3. 

REEveE, WILLIAM Joun, Coal Merchant, Beaufort Wharf. Second, 1s. 2d. 
Lee, 20 Aldermanbury; any Wednesday, 11 & 2. 

Ricwarps, Joun, jua., Common Brewer, Cockermouth. Second, 4d. (in 
addition to ls. 8d.). Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any 
Saturday, 10 & 3. 

SILvesTRE, AuGustE, Importer of Fancy Goods, 24 Argyll-st., Regent-st. 
Second, 2}d. dwards, 1 Sambrook-ct., Basinghall-st.; on Wednesday 
next, and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 & 2. 

STANIFORTH, Wit11aM Tuomas, Cutlery Manufacturer, Sheffield. First, 
ls. Brewin, 11 St. James’s-st., Sheffield; any ‘Tuesday, 11 & 2, 

Varro, Joun, Linendraper, Ripon. First, 1s. 8§¢. Hope, 1 South-parade, 
Park-row, Leeds; any Friday, 11 & 2. 

CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TurspaY, March 24, 1857. 

Artiss, Jonny, Carrier, Plymouth. April 23, at 1; Exeter. 

Crayfon, CHARLES Hupson, Hosier, Liverpool. April 16, at 11; Liverpool. 

Epwarpbs, WILLIAM, Ale and Porter Merchant, 325 High-st., Wapping. 
April 17, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 

FAIRBEAD, EPHRAIM, Cattle Dealer, Cressing, near Braintree, Essex. 
April 16, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

FELL, JAMES, Wholesale Tea Dealer, Liverpool April 20, at 11; 
Liverpool 

HuMPHERY, CATHERINE, Bookseller, 76 Baker-st., Portman-sq. April 15, 
at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Lapp, JouN, Contractor and Builder, Liverpool. April 17, at 11; 
Liverpool. 

Porter, Purwip, Cotton Broker, Liverpool. April 16, at 11; Liverpool. 

VENABLES, JOHN, ARTHUR Mann, & HENRY GRASETT (Venables, 
Mann, & Co.), Earthenware Manufacturers, Burslem, Staffordshire. 
April 16, at 10.30; Birmingham. 

Frivay, March 27, 1857. 

ASHFIELD, CHARLES, Boot and Shoe Maker, 2 Home-ter., Hammersmith, 
April 18, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Barnett, THomas, Butcher, Ironbridge, Salop. April 23, at 10; Bir- 
mingham. 

Dickinson, JoOsEPH, Lodging-house-keeper, Harrowgate. April 29, at 
12; Leeds. 

FEARIS, GeorGE, Draper, 4 & 5 Lambeth-walk, Surrey. April 17, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. 

Er  iaeaaaaes Wricut, Commission Agent, Leeds. April 28, at 
11; Lee 

Kine, Octavius, & ALFRED Kine, Corn Merchants, Dullingham, New- 
market; on application of A. King. April 17, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

LANGRIDGE, WILLIAM, Staymaker, 79 Bull-st., Birmingham. April 23, at 
10.30; Birmingham. 

Lorp, Mites, & GEoRGE Rostroy, Woollen Manufacturers, Cage Mill, 

Ph yarn ye re. April 20, at 12; Manchester. 

OLLACK, EDWARD, Sugar Refiner, Fi April 21, at 
12,30; Basinghall-st. . 
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STEPANOFF, MICHAEL, Merchant, Liverpool. April 24, at 11; Liverpool 

TaYLor, ALFRED, Builder, Wednesbury, Staffordshire. April 23, at 10.30; 
Birmingham. 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Turspay, March 24, 1857. 

Barnett, Morris (Barnett & Co.), Jeweller, 5 Goldsmid's-pl., Ramsgate. 
Mar. 18, 2nd class. 

BAaxtTeER, JOsEPH, Victualler, Gooch-st., Birmingham. Mar. 19, 2nd class. 

BAYLEY, SAMUEL, Grazier, Wednesbury, Staffordshire. Mar. 16, 1st class. 

BELCHER, SAMUEL, Hatter, 94 Lower Marsh, Lambeth. Mar. 17, "ard class ; 
after a suspension of twelve months, 

Coo.ine, THomas, & THomas BowsHeER, Joiners, Sheffield. Dec. 13, 
1856, 3rd class. 

Davis, CHARLES Epwarp (Henry Hale & Co.), Wholesale Grocer, 82 
Upper Thames-st. Mar. 18, 3rd class; to be suspended for twelve 
months from Aug. 19, 1856. 

GosLine, GEORGE, Builder, Sidmouth, Devonshire. Mar, 12, Ist class. 

Hartz, Witu1AM (Crews & Co.), Merchant, Mark-la., Fenchurch-st. 
Mar. 11, Ist class. 

Imriz, Davip, Manufacturer, Belfast, co. Antrim, also at Manchester. 
Mar. 17, 2nd class. 

Lewis, Moss ALFreD, & Jacos Lewis (M. A. Lewis & Co.), Litho- 
graphic Printers, 121 Fore-st., Cripplegate. Mar. 16, 3rd class; to be 

ended for twelve months from Feb. 9. 

MarGERISON, CHARLES, & Ernest Bensamin Fort, Wine and Spirit 
Merchants, 7 Savage-gardens, Tower-hill. Mar. 17, 2nd class; having 
been suspended for six months from last examination. 

Rose, Wiu1aM, Baker, 165 Kingsland-rd., Shoreditch. Mar. 19, 2nd 
class. 


Smita, Epwarp, Baker, Isleworth, Middlesex. Mar. 17, 2nd class. 

VonpeR Heype, Jonn JAmEs, & CHRISTOPHER Ocravus VONDER 
HeEypg, Tobacco Manufacturers, 80 Lower Thames-st. Mar. 18, 3rd class, 

Wrieut, Heaton (Heaton Wright & Co.), Timber Dealer, Burnley, 
Lancashire. Mar. 17, 3rd class, 

Fripay, March 27, 1857. 

Barlow, James, Paperhanger, Bolton-le-Moors, Lancashire. Mar. 20; 
3rd Class. 

Russet, WiLL1AM Huan, Blacking Manufacturer, 30 Strand. Mar. 20; 
3rd Class. 

Suiru, Jonn, Dealer in Drugs, Sheerness, Kent. Mar. 20; Ist Class. 

Woop, Wix11amM, Commission Agent, 149 Aldersgate-st. Mar. 20; 3rd 
Class. 


Tngolbents. 


Petrtions ¢o be heard at the Court Housk, PORTUGAL-STREET. 
Fripay, March 20, 1857. 
Baker, CHARLES hy ogg Butcher, 11 Star-corner, Bermondsey. April 
3, at ll. C. Com. La 
BARTTER, CHARLES, Baker, Teddington, Middlesex. April 3, at 11. C. Com. 
Law. 


BaTLy, Joun, Journeyman Machinist, 14 Orchard-st., Poplar. April 4, at 
11. Com, Phillips. 

CHAPPELL, ALFRED, Plumber and Glazier, 3 Ann’s-pl., New Charlton, 
Kent. April 3, at ll. C. Com. Law. 

_ Henry, Basket Maker, Barking, Essex. April 3,at1l. C. Com. 


— ‘JosEPH, Pork hag yo 104 Norton-st., Portland-rd., Marylebone, 
April 3, at 11. C. Com. La 

Hooper, Joun, Oil and Gchoursiat, 2 Torriano-grove, Kentish Town. 
April 4, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

PortTsMouTH, Wiu1am, Fat Melter and Anti-friction Grease Maker, 8 
Holly-ter., Wyndham-ra., Camberwell. April 4, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Suirx, Joun Corie ae 4 Webb’s-ter., Woodford, Essex. April 
3, at ll. €&. Com. Li 

TAPERELL, ALFRED, Civil Engineer and Surveyor, 4 Upton-rd. North, De 
Beauvoir Town, Middlesex. April 4, at 11. Com. Phillips. 


Turspay, March 24, 1857. 

Harwoop, Jonn, Greengrocer, 277 Bethnal-green-rd. April 7, at 11 
Com. Phillips. 

Situ, GkorGE, Merchant's Clerk, 3 Albion-ter., White Horse-la.. Stepney. 
April 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Wooimer, Joun, Grocer, New Park-rd., Brixton-hill, Surrey, and 3 
Cheapside, Brighton. April 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Prisoners’ PETITIONS to be heard at the Count House, PORTUGAL-STREET. 

Fripay, March 20, 1857. 

Anrmincer, Ropert, Dyer, 8 Mill-st., Hanover-sq., and 44 North-st., 
Brighton. April 6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Bisnop, RoBert, Clerk to an Attorney, 5 Spencer-st., Northampton-sq., 
Clerkenwell. April 3, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Coie, Epwarps, Leather Case and Portmanteau Maker, 9 Hemming’s- 
row, St. Martin’s-la. April6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Cor.ey, Ricnarp THEOPHILUS, 2 Caroline-pl, Avenue-rd., Lewisham, 
Kent; carrying on business at 28 Gresham-st., in copartnership with 
Maurice Thomas, Accountants. April 6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Devon, Henry, Wood Carver, 18 Tuilerie-st., Hackney-rd. April 6, at 

Com. Phillips. 

DinsDALE, Kay, out of business, Devonshire-rd., Islington (formerly of 
314 Oxford-st., Saddler). April 6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Hopers, WiLLiAm, Accountant, 32 Brunswick-st., Hackney-rd. (and 
carrying on business of a builder with Augustus Taylor and Richard 
Horton, Duncan-st., London-tields, Hackney). April 6, at 11. ©. Com. 
Law. 

KitrerwwGce, Mary, Boarding-house-keeper, 10 Westbourne-ter., Hyde- 
park. April6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Parkes, Joun Josepu, Locksmith, 17 London-st., Sussex-gardens, Pad- 
dington. April 3, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

Perret, EDWARD SAYER, Oil and Golowsinaa, 37 Shaftesbury-st., Hoxton. 
April 4, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

RimeE.t, Freperick GEorGeE, out of business, 23 Ponsonby-ter., Mill- 
bank, Westminster (formerly of Napoleon the Third, Great Earl-st., 
Seven Dials, Licensed Victualler). April 6, at 11. Com. Phillips. 

Stmmon, James, Linen and Woollen Draper, 7 Canterbury-pL, Beresford- 
st., Walworth. April 6, at 10. Com. Murphy. 

WituiaMs, JAMES ZACHARIES, (now a prisoner in the Queen’s Prison), 

d lately of 28 Basinghall-st., April 6, at 11. Com, Phittips. 





Witson, ArtHuR, Surveyor and Builder, 22 Camden-grove, Commercial. 
rd., Camberwell. April 3, at 10. Com, Murphy. 


Turspay, March 24, 1857. 


Caysoury, Roper, Coal and Coke Merchant, 4 Duff-st., East India-rd., 
Poplar. April 7, at ll. C. Com. Law. 

CHILTON, RICHARD, Ostler, 2 Salisbury-st., Portman-mkt., Marylebone, 
April 7, at 11. ©. Com. Law. 

Matuews, James, Builder, 6 St. Nicholas-st., New-town, Deptford. April 
7, at 11, Com. Murphy. 

Moorey, James, out of employment, 19 Hosier-la., Smithfield (formerly 
f High-st., Stroud, Gloucestershire, Grocer), April 7, at 11. Com, 

urphy. 

PAnTIN, FREDERICK, re 11 Eton-ter., Dacre-park, 
Lee, Kent. April 7, at 10, Com. M 

Quinton, Jabez RicHarp, Pad 3 Kensington-park-ter., Notting- 
hill. April 7, at 11. Com. Phillips. By adj. 

Rosinson, WILLIAM, Oil and Colourman, 44 Goswell-rd., Clerkenwell, 
April 7, at 11. Com, Phillips. 


Petitions to be heard at the County Courts. 
TuEspDay, March 24, 1857. 


Batterssy, ExizaBetu, Draper, Church-st., Eccles, Lancashire. April 
13, at 12; Manchester. 

Breck, EmMaNvEL, Plumber, Paul-st., Taunton St. Mary Magdalene, Somer- 
setshire. April 7, at 10; Taunton. 

Bryan, WILLIAM, Hairdresser, 78 Clive-st., North Shields. April 16, at 
10; North Shields. 

CHAPMAN, WILLIAM, Journeyman Wood Turner, 78 Welcomb-st., Hulme, 
Manchester. April 13, at 12; Manchester. 

Foce, Extas, Day Waiter, 37 Clifford-st., Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Man- 
chester. April 13, at 12; Manchester. 

GARDINER, ROBERT, Retail Brewer, Mill-st., Great Malvern, Worcester- 
shire. April 13, at 10; Upton-upon-Severn. 

Hat, Georcer, Baker, St. Mary-st., Bridgwater; also Miller, Puriton, 
Somersetshire. April8, at 10; Bridgwater. 

JEFFREYS, THOMAS, Boot and Shoe Maker, Tregare, Monmouthshire 
April 23, at 2; Monmouth. 

JERVIS, RicHarD, Carpenter, Brook, Llanbrynmair, Montgomeryshire. 
April 6, at 1; Machynlleth. 

Maguire, WILLIAM, Linen Hawker, Carlisle. April 16, at 10; Carlisle. 

SELBY, JAMES, Cotton-waste Dealer, Cow-la., Newton-heath, near Man- 
chester, and Turner-st., Manchester. April 13, at 12; Manchester. 

Smmpson, CHARLES, Foreman to a Blacksmith, High Felling, Durham. 
April 13, at 10; Gateshead. 

Smita, Witxiam, Beer-house-keeper, Dolphin Inn, Cross-st., Mount 
Pleasant, Gateshead. April 13, at 10; Gateshead. 

say = amaaae Potato Dealer, Long Island, Carlisle. April 16, at 
10; Carlisle. 

TuorP, JOHN, Journeyman Dyer, 1 Jones’s-ter., Newton-heath, near 
Manchester. April 13, at 12; Manchester. 

Watson, CHARLES Henry, Schoolmaster, Princess-st., Carlisle. April 16, 
at 10; Carlisle. 

Fripay, March 27,°1857. 


aay Joun, Tailor, 56 High Cross-st., Leicester. April 22, at 10; 

eicester. 

Bevan, Joun, Brick Maker, London Cottage, London-row, Pendre, 
Brecknock. April7, at 11; Brecknock. 

Bowyer, Ricuarp, late Relieving Officer, Bishop’s Castle, Salop. April 
22, at 12; Bishop’s Castle. 

BroaD, Joun, Shipwright, Commercial-rd., Newport, Monmouthshira 
April 15, at 12; Newport, 

Broome, Henry ALFRED, Licensed Victualler, late of Norfolk Arms 
Tavern, 288 Strand, London, Albion Tavern, Warblington-st., Ports- 
mouth. April 23, at 11; Portsmouth. 

CARTER, JOHN, Tailor, Manningtree. April 13, at 12; Colchester. 

Dass, © WILLIAM, Tailor, Somerton, Somersetshire, April 18, at 11; 

angport 

Eartuy, JAMES, jun., Jeweller, Manningtree, Essex. April 13, at 12; 
Colchester. 

GouLp, WiLL1aM, jun., Cordwainer, Martock, Sornersetshire. April 20, 
at 10.30; Yeovil. 

on, JouNn, Gardener, Bewdley-st., Eversham, Worcester. April 
17, at 2; Eversham. 

HENDRICK, JOSEPH, Wine Merchant's Clerk, Broadland, Sheffield. April 
7, at 12; Liverpool 

HOLLAND, WILLIAM, Journeyman, 14 St. Paul’s-sq., Liverpool. April 7, 
at 12; Liverpool. 

Home, RicHARD, Cart = and Dealer in Milk, Finchest., Liverpool. 
April 7, at 12; Liverpoo! 

KERSHAW, THOMAS, — 14 St. John-st., Kingston-upon-Hull. April 


11, at 10; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

M‘Kay, Joun Augus, Fi ger, Moulsham, Chelmsford. April 18, at 
12; Chelmsford. 

Merevirx, Cuar.Es, Collier, Crane-st., Pontypool. April 16. at 10; 
Pontypool. 

PaTEMAN, WILLIAM ALFRED LapraM, Beer-house-keeper, Mechanics’ 
Tavern, 46 Alexander-st., Leicester. April 22, at 10; Leicester. 

Rox, SAMUEL, Joiner and ‘Builder, 6 Nichols-st., Leicester. April 22, at 
10; Leicester. 

Srmonps, JOSEPH STRETTON, Tailor, Tamworth, Warwickshire, April 27, 
at 11; Tamworth. 

STEVENS, GEORGE WILLIAM PHILLIMORE, out of bey ag 9 South-st., 
Brighton (formerly of the Anchor Inn, East Ascent, St. Leonard’s-on- 
Sea, Innkeeper). April 4, at 10; Brighton. 

TOWNSEND, COTNAM, Photographic Artist, 45 Oxford-st., Doncaster, 
Mar. 30, at 12; Doncaster. 

TURNER, Journ, 5 White Mill-st., Liverpool, Retail Butcher at Stall No 
25, St. John’s-mkt., Liverpool. April 7, at 12; Liverpool. 

Vickers, WILLIAM, ‘Grocer's Assistant, 13 Lee-head, Birkby, Hudders- 
field. April 24, at 10.30; Huddersfield. 

WALKER, THOMAS, jun., out of business, 6 Everton-valley, Everton, 
Liverpool. April 7, 7, at 12; Liverpool 

WHITCOMB, JAMES, Bating-house-kee 2 Mealchea} Worcester. 
April 15, at 10; Worcester. we yeh 
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/ 
Prisoners’ Petitions to be heard at the County Courts. 
Fripay, March 20, 1857. 

Bray, JAMES IRwin, Commercial Traveller, Bartholomew-st., Exeter. 
April 4, at 10; Exeter. 

CHAUNCEY, REGINALD, Lieut. Invalid Establishment, H.E.I.C.S., 19 High- 
st., Exeter; and 6 Grocer’s-hall, Poultry, London, Wine Merchant. 
April 4, at 10; Exeter. 

Cray, WittraM, out of business, Shipley, Derbyshire (previously of 
Platt-st., Nottingham, Licensed Victualler). April 14, at 10; Not- 
tingham. 

ELLIs, oy Brickmaker, 20 Queen’s-ct., Rhyl, Flintshire. April 7, 
at 11; Mo 

Goip, WILLIAM, out of business, Long Brook-st., Exeter (previously car- 
rying on business at 34 Great St. Helen's, Bishopsgate-st., in copartner- 
ship with Francis James Ferns, as Ship and Insurance Brokers). April 
4, at 10; Exeter. 

Goopriper, Henry, Coal Merchant, Lower-st., Dartmouth, Devonshire. 
April 4, at 10; Exeter. 

Jones, WitL1aM, Attorney-at-Law and Clerk of the Peace of Carmar- 
then, Swan Inn, Brecon. April 7, at 11; Brecon. 

Legs, Henry, Painter, Rigley’s-yard, Long-row, Nottingham. April 14, 
at 10; Nottingham. 

LETHABY, JOHN, jun., Butcher, White Hart Inn, Bratton, Fleming, near 
Barnstaple, Devon. April 4, at 10; Exeter. 

Moors, RoseErt, Private in the Coldstream Guards, 2 Love-la., Windsor, 
Berks. April 3; Reading. 

Park, HENRY, not in business, 21 Walmsley-st., Liverpool (previously of 
6 Denbigh-st., Liverpool, Veterinary Surgeon). April 7, at 12; Liver- 

1. 


Pirecose, Sotomon, Baker, Lower-st., Clifton, Dartmouth, Hardness, 
Devon. April 4, at 10; Exeter. 

Rees, WALTER, Collier, Heol Brewery, Cwm Cappel, Cevencoedcymmer- 
issa, Vaynor, Brecknockshire, April7, at 11; Brecon. 

Rogerson, THomas, Dealer in Malt, &c., 4 Victoria-grove, Stretford, Lan- 
cashire. April 13, at 12; Manchester. 

TURNBULL, JAMES WILLIAM, Myrtle-cot., Alphington-rd., St. Thomas the 
Apostle, Devonshire (previously of 38 Paris-st., Exeter, Glove Maker). 
April 4, at 10; Exeter. 

Wo tacott, STEPHEN, Mason, Kingskerswell, Devon. April 4, at 10; 
Exeter. 

TurspaY, March 24, 1857. 

Bent, Epwarp, Writing Clerk, Brierley-hill, Staffordshire. April 8, at 
10; Stafford. 

CHILDERHOUSE, JonN, Cattle Dealer, Feltwell, Norfolk. April 8, at 10; 
Norwich. 

Coomss, THomas, out of, business, Chiltern, Somersetshire (previously of 
Mark, Farmer). April 7, at 10; Taunton. 

Curry, Joun, Shipbroker, 36 Woodbine-st., Sunderland. April 9, at 10; 
Durham. 

DinnineG, JoserH, Owner of Racehorses, Red House Farm, Southwick, 
Sunderland (in partnership with William Dinning, of the same place, 
as Farmers). April 9, at 10; Durham. 

Gant, RicHarpD, Journeyman Baker, Fakenham, Norfolk. April8, at 10; 
Norwich. 

Grirritus, SARAH, wife of John Chisim Griffiths, lately Sarah Bellhouse, 
widow, 6 Pembroke-st., St. Paul’s, Bristol (formerly of White Horse 
Inn, Ilminster, Licensed Victualler). April 22, at 10.30; Bristol. 

Haxse, Tomas, Tailor, 13 Somerset-pl., Taunton, Somersetshire. April 
7, at 10; Taunton. 

HENDERSON, JOSEPH HucH, Master Mariner, Henry-st., Bishopwear- 
mouth, Durham. April 9, at 10; Durham. 

Hopson, WILLIAM JonaATHAN (Jobling & Hobson), Shipbuilder, South 
Hylton, Durham. April 9, at 10; Durham. 

LonspaLE, WiLL1aM, Publican, Ludworth, Durham. April 9, at 10; 
Durh: 


am. 

Love, EBENEZER, Grocer, Whitefriars-st., St. Martin-at-Palace, Norwich. 
April 8, at 10; Norwich. 

a MattHew, Grocer, Cornforth, Durham. April 9, at 10; 
Durham, 

Miizurn, GEorGE, out of business, 47 Seaham-st., Spring-gardens, West- 
gate, Newcastle-upon-Tyne (previously of the Black Swan Inn, Bland- 
8q., Bell-st., North Shields, Licensed Victualler). April 7, at 1; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Nicuots, James, Cordwainer, Duloe, Cornwall. April 8, at 10; Bodmin. 

Reppisu, WILLIAM, Buyer and Seller of Horses, Derby-rd., Nottingham. 
April 14, at 10; Nottingham. 

SmitH, Joun, Publican, Tanner’s Arms Public-house, 47 Framwellgate, 

April 9, at 10; Durham. 

Taompson, WILLIAM, Cooper, Birmingham-st., and New-st., Walsall, 
Staffordshire. April 8, at 10; Stafford. 

Troupe, WiLLIAM Mixts, Baker, 23 Stall-st., Bath. April 7, at 10; 
Taunton. 

WHETNALL, EDWARD Sorssy, Licensed Victualler, Beeston, Nottingham- 
shire. April 14, at 10; Nottingham. 

Wi1EEs, THEOPHILUs, Journeyman Locksmith, Great Bloxwich, Stafford- 
shire. April 8, at 10; Stafford. 

Woop, Wrt1am, Clerk in Holy Orders, 16 St. George’s-ter., Canterbury. 
April 17, at 10; Canterbury. 

Fray, March 27, 1857. 

JAcKsON, BENJAMIN, Tea Dealer, Hawthornes, near Mitcheldean, Glou- 
cestershire. April 16, at 10; Gloucester. 

Mipp.eTon, JouN, Farmer, Lowgill, Brough, Westmoreland. April 14, 
at 10.30; Appleby. 

Puian, BENJAMIN, Commercial Traveller, 12 Mason-st., Kingston-upon- 
Hull. April 11, at 10; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

SeatH, WILLIAM LIsHMAN, out of business, 12 St. George’s-ter., Canter- 
bury (formerly of Broom’s Croft Farm, Wateringbury, Kent, Farmer). 
April 17, at 10; Canterbury. 

Surron, Epwarp, Labourer, 107 High-st., Kingston-upon-Hull. April 11, 
at 10; Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Wiiiams, James, Butcher, California, Abergavenny, Monmouthshire. 
April 23, at 2; Monmouth. 

MEETINGS. 
Frivay, March 27, 1857. 

Rirzy, Josrru, Innkeeper, Carlisle. May 14, at 10; Carlisle. Div. 

Water, THomas KreKBRIDE, Joiner, St. Nicholas, Carlisic. May 14, at 
10; Carlisle. Div. 





DIVIDENDS. 
Turspay, March 24, 1857. 

OweEN, STEPHEN RicHARD, Nottingham. 2s. 8d. at the office of Mr. E. 
Patchitt, Peter-gate, Nottingham. 

Wi1son, Jonny, Office Clerk, Southampton. 3jd., at County Court Office, 
Southampton. 

Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
TuEspDay, March 24, 1857. 

BEAUMONT, James, Joiner, Liverpool. Mar. 4. Trustees, J. Owen, Tim= 
ber Merchant; W. Shaw, Ironmonger; J. Calvert, Flag Merchant. Liver- 
pool. Sols. Owen & Mence, 7 Clayton-sq., Liverpool. Y 

BELL, EL1zaBETR, Innkeeper, Ratclitfe-upon-Trent, Nottingham. Mar. 19. 
Trustees, M. Hawkes, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Nottingham ; T. Haynes, 
Farmer, Ratcliffe-upon-Trent. Sol. Welby, Nottingham. 

CuLVERHOUSE, THoMas, & JoHN NicHOLson, Contractors, Finchley, Mid- 
dlesex. Feb. 2. Trustees, H. Millichamp, Stoneware Potter, Lambeth ; 
J. Culverhouse, Contractor, Kentish-town Wharf. Sols. Lucas & 
Showler, 1 Trinity-pl,, Charing-cross. 

GibBs, JonNn, Baker, 29 Sidbury, St. Peter the Great, Worcester. Mar. 10, 
Trustees, J. G. Owen, Gent., Cross, St. Nicholas; T. Perkins, Miller, 
Droitwich. Sols. Gillam & Sons, Foregate-st., Worcester. 

LanG, Rosert, Plumber, Leicester. Mar. 5. Trustees, J. Shenton, Wine 
and Spirit Merchant, Leicester; W. Weare, Ale and Porter Merchant, 
Leicester. Sol. Harvey, Leicester. 

NorTuey, SAMUEL Lane, Agriculturist, Taviton, Tavistock, Devonshire. 
Mar. 10. Trustees, J. H. Gill, Banker, Bickham, Devonshire ; I. Nichols, 
Merchant, Plymouth. Sols. Cornish & Chilcott, Tavistock. 

SanDERS, GEORGE, Currier, Northampton. Trustee, G. F. Newton, 
Currier, Northampton. So/. Dennis, Northampton. 

Frmay, March 27, 1857. 

Aunts, Joun. Potato Merchant, Selby, Yorkshire (trading in partnership 
with William Tasker, Selby). Mar 20. Trustees, D. Nutt, Farmer, 
Ellerton, Yorkshire; W. Farrant, Farmer, Brayton, Yorkshire. Sols. 
Weddall & Parker, Selby. 

Brown, James, Coal Merchant, Newport, Monmouthshire. Mar. 16. 
Trustees, J. Bates, Banker, Bristol; T. B. Batchelor, Timber Merchant, 
Newport. Sol. Prichard, 12 Corn-st., Bristol. 

Dyas, CHARLES, Builder, Louth, Lincolnshire. Mar. 18. Zrustees, J. 
Dalton, Timber Merchant, Kingston-upon-Hull; J. North, Gent., Alford, 
Lincolnshire. Sols. Allison & Sons, Louth. 

EARNSHAW, JOHN, Joiner and Cabinetmaker, Otley, Yorkshire. Mar. 17. 
Trustees, H. E. Harrison, Timber Merchant, Leeds; J. K. Darby, Carpet 
Dealer, Leeds. Sol. Barret, Otley. 

Evans, RicHarp, Grocer, Cymmer, Pontypridd, Glamorganshire. Mar. 9. 
Trustees, T. S. Cornish, Flour Merchant, Llandaff; D. Lloyd, Whole- 
sale Grocer, Rood-la., London. Sol. Grover, Cardiff. 

LANKESTER, Freperic Henry, Tea Grocer, 281 High-st., Lincoln, 
Feb. 28. Trustees, R. Lowcock, Tea Dealer, Lawrence Pountney-hill, 
London; F. Lankester, Bookseller, Bury St. Edmunds. Sol. Smith, 13 
Token-house-yd. 

Mipetey, CHaARLEs, Japanner, George-st., Birmingham. Mar. 13. 
Trustees, E. Evans, Hop Dealer, and J. Henn, Coal Dealer, Birming- 
ham. Sols. Ryland & Martineau, Birmingham. 

Perry, DanrEL, Linendraper, Camborne, Cornwall. Mar. 6. Trustee, 
S. H. Norris, Merchant, Manchester. Indenture lies at offices of Par- 
rington, Ladbury, & Co., Accountants, 16 King-st., Cheapside, Londom 

Rosinson, THomas HotmEs, & JOHN SHEPPARD, Brewers, Kimbericy, 
Nottinghamshire. Mar. 20. Trustee, J. Godber, Gent., Hucknall 
Torkard, Nottinghamshire. Sols. Fox, Butlin, & Dufty, Long-row, 
Nottingham. 

Wave, Joszern, Farmer, South Stockton-on-Tees, Yorkshire. Mar. 6. 
Trustees, R. Shackleton, Farmer, Guiseley, Yorkshire; T. Burroughs, 
Auctioneer, Yeadon, Yorkshire. So/. Barret, Otley. 

WINTERHALDER, Matut, Watch and Clock Maker, Falmouth. Mar. 18. 
Trustee, P. Latora, Marine Store and General Dealer, Redruth, Corn; 
wall. Sols. Tresidder & Son, Falmouth. 


Partnerships Bissolber, 
Turspay, March 24, 1857. 

Bevan, RicHarp, Joun Smiru, & Richard Tom«Krnson, Salt, Sack, and 
Coal Merchants, Liverpool; as respects Tomkinson. Mar. 18. 

ButLer, CHARLES, ARTHUR BuTLER, & SamuELfDrxon (Butler, Nephew, 
& Co.), London and Oporto. Debts received and paid by Dixon. 
Dec. 31, 1856. 

ButTLer, CHARLES, & ARTHUR BuTLER (Rd. & Rt. Butler & Co.), Mer- 
chants and Insurance Brokers, London. Debts received and paid by 
A. Butler. Dec. 31, 1856. 

Davis, REEs, & WILLIAM Epwarp Davis, Linen and Woollen Drapers, 
Chepstow, Monmouthshire. Mar. 11. 

Duckworth, WitL1aM, THomas DuckwortH, & Henry DuckworTH, 
Cattle and Sheep Salesmen, 37 West Smithfield. Mar. 20. 

Ewineton, WittiamM, & J. M. Porzarp, Solicitors and Attorneys, 
Ipswich. Debts received and paid by Ewington. Mar. 21. 

Grsss, THomas, & JOSEPH ANNABALL, Horse Dealers, Canterbury. Debts 
to be paid to Annaball. Mar. 20. 

Gopwis, Jouy, & Epwarp Barciay, Paper Hanging Manufacturers, 
Park-pl., Chelsea. Mar. 12. 

Hitt, ALFRED, & THomas Barn, Packing Case and Box Makers, 14 
Golden-lane, Barbican. Mar. 19. 

HotpswortH, GEORGE, JAMES RICHARDSON, & JosEPH DICKINSON 
(Holdsworth & Co.), Upper Gate Head Mill, Greenland, Halifax; as 
regards Holdsworth. Mar. 21. 

Kevan, JosePH FarrRER, & JonN Hicarns, Letter-press Printers, 
Liverpool. Debts received and paid by Higgins. Mar. 17. 

Kine, ApranamM, & Henry Birren Hurman, Surgeons, Bridgwater, 
Somersetshire. Dec. 31, 1856. 

Lakin, WALTER, & WILLIAM James RipiEy, Straw Bonnet Manufac- 
turers, 21 & 22 Snow-hill, Birmingham. Debts received and paid by 
Lakin. Mar. 19. 

LYLE, JAMES GRIEVE, & WitLt1AM Henry HerseErt (J. G. Lyle & Co.), 
Upholsterers, Charlotte-st., Fitzroy-sq. Mar. 17. 

Morris, Davip, & THomas Morris (Moderator Boat Co.), Common Car- 
riers, Newport, Monmouthshire. Debts received and paid by D. Morris. 
Feb. 14. 


Pore, Joun, & Witu1aM Pops, Builders, Folkestone. Debts received 
and paid by J. Pope. June 30, 1856. 
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Porter, RicHarp, & WILLIAM SmirH, Builders, Middlesborough, York- 
shire. Debts received and paid by Potter. Mar. 21. 

Reep, Joun Foster, & Henry FuLier, General Drapers, Commerce 
House, Clapham. Debts received and paid by Reed. Mar. 21. 

Rizey, Epmunp, & Saran Yates, Mordant Makers, Hey Mill, Foulridge, 
Lancashire. Debts received and paid by Riley. Dec. 20, 1856. 

Roserts, BENJAMIN, Jonas YATES, & JostaH Rosperts, Manufacturing 
Chemists, Roberttown, Liversedge, Birstal, Yorkshire; as regards 
Yates. Mar. 20. 

Swarr, James, WituiaAM Farrar, & DanreL Moss, Rag Grinders, 
Ossett, Yorkshire. Debts received and paid by Sharp. Mar. 17. 

STEVENSON, WILLIAM, & GEORGE STEVENSON, Joiners, Mansfield Wood 
House, Nottingham. Debts received and paid by G. Stevenson. Mar. 14. 

Warven, WILLIAM Marston, JOSEPH WARDEN, THOMAS WARDEN, & 
JouN SHEPHERD CooK Wywnvy, executors of JOSEPH WARDEN, Iron- 
worker, Birmingham, deceased, WILLIAM Marston WARDEN, JAMES 
Wiriiams, & BENJAMIN WILLIAMS (James Williams & Co.), Iron- 
workers, Whittington Iron Works, Kinver, epee as regards 
the said executors. Dec. 31, 1856. 

Fray, March 27, 1857. 

Benpa, Junius, & Moritz BERGMAN (Julius Benda & Co.). 
ceived and paid by Benda. Mar. 25. 

Bonp, Freperick, & ARTHUR BARNEs, Attorneys-at- sng and Solicitors, 
Lichfield. Debts received and paid by Barnes. Mar. 2 

Brown, SaAMvEL, & Jonn Gray WALLIss, Cabinetmakers, Seaneiese- 
Hull. Debts received and paid by Brown. Mar. 25. 

Brown, Witt1am, & Tuomas Davies, Flannel Merchants, Newtown, 
Montgomeryshire. Mar. 25, 

CuaLk, Epwarp SwinporneE, & ANDREW MEcey, Attorneys and Soli- 
citors, Chelmsford. Mar. 25. 

Deacon, ALFRED, & Mark Deacon, Builders, Chapel-rd., 
Dee. 31. 

Ecctes, Tuomas, Blackburn, JAMEs HALLIWELL, Lower Darwen, JosErH 
Eccies, Over Darwen, & ANDREW EccLes, Over Darwen, Power-loom 
Cloth Manufacturers, Foundry Mill, Over Darwen, Lancashire. Debts 
received and paid by J. Eccles. Mar. 17. 

Exuis, Wiiu1aM, & Jonn E iis, Lacemakers, Nottingham. 
received and paid by J. Ellis. Mar. 25. 

Exty, AntHony, & EpmunpD ELLis, Farmers, Calmsden, North Cerney, 
Gloucestershire. Mar. 25. 

Fox, Georce FrepDErRIcK, & CHARLES JoHN Srumons, Attorneys-at-Law 
and Solicitors, Bristol and Keynsham, Somersetshire. Jan. 1 

Hirton, JosepH ADAM CLARKE, & S. Jackson Pace (Page & Co.), 
Auctioneers and Appraisers, Liverpool. Mar. 21. 

Hopxiys, Josepn, & WILL1AM AsHBy, Tailors, Chatham. Mar. 16. 

Jackson, Jonny, & SamMuEL Jackson, Mercers, Longton, Staffordshire. 
Debts received and paid by S. Jackson. Mar. 24, 

JEKYLL, JOHN, WILLIAM GRESHAM, & WILLIAM SINGLETON (Jekyll, 
Gresham, & Co.), Manufacturers of Chemical and other Artificial 
Manures, Lincoln; and  ieaaaeed Cover Manufacturers, Lincoln 
(Singleton & Co.). Mar. 2 

Jupp, GrorcE, & SETH oe WELLs (Wells & Co.), any Coningsby, 
Lincolnshire. Debts received and paid by Judd. Mar. 2 

Lepcer, ArTHUR, & FREDERICK GuNDRY (Ledger, eames. & Co.) Lead 
Merchants, 36 Gt. Pearl-st., Spitalfields. Debts received and paid by 
Ledger. Feb. 6 

M‘Dowa.t, Hucu, & James Epwarp Rosinson (M‘Dowall & Co.), 
Earthenware Manufacturers, Eagle Pottery, Castleford, Yorkshire. 
Debts received and paid by M‘Dowall. Feb. 2 

Martin, THomas, PETER Martin, & —— Gorpon, Merchants and 
Store Dealers, Constantinople. Dec. 3 

Mason, STEPHEN, & JAMES GARTON, pine and Brace Manufacturers, 
Nottingham. Debts paid and received by Garton. Mar. 26. 

NEWELL, Fanny Curt, & Grace Murray, Milliners, 26 Conduit-st., 
Hanover-sq. Mar. 25. 

—_ Epwarp, & Percy Woop Tootat, Stock Brokers, Angel-ct. 

ar. 25. 
ee, ALFRED, & JosEPH PARTRIDGE, Wheelwrights, Wantage. 
an. 1. 

Rosinson, JOHN Watton, & Jurivus THomas Sayer (J. T. Sayer & Co.), 

gaeest Manufacturers, Roddams-ct., Bottle Bank, Gateshead, Durham. 
ar. 21 

Rosinson, THomMaAs HotmEs, & JOHN penneee, Brewers, Kimberley and 
Basford, Nottinghamshire. Mar. 2 

SERGEANT, Wituiam LEopPoLp, & Ae NicHOLLs, Spice Merchants, 
8 Scott's-yard, Bush-la., Cannon-st. Debts to be paid to or by Ser- 
geant. Mar. 25. 

Srymovur, Epwarp Ricuarp, & GEORGE Epwarp Bryay, Builders, 
Brighton. Mar, 21. 

SHEPHERD, JAMES Marsu, EDWARD MarsH SHEPHERD, & WILLIAM 
Irvine (Shepherds & Irving), General Merchants, Sheffield, and New 

York, U.S., and elsewhere; as regards J. M. Shepherd. Feb. 23. 

SHort, Wits Montagu, & JAMES LAWRIE (Wm. Short & Co.), Sworn 
Brokers, 18 Finch-la., London, and 2 Exchange-ct. South, Glasgow. 
Debts received and paid by Short. Mar. 23. 

Snare, Jouy, & JoHN BENNETT, Bobbin Makers, West sg Cli- 
theroe, Yorkshire. Debts paid and received by Snape. Mar. 21. 

Snowpon, JoHun BRoTHERICK, HENRY SNOWDON, & JOHN hn 
Snowpon (Snowdon & Sons), Silk Mercers, Bridge-st., Colegate, and in 
the Market-pl., Norwich. Mar. 25. 

Srracuan, Jonn, & Matruew D. Sarr, Ship and Insurance Brokers, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Debts paid and received by Strachan. Mar. 24. 

Trspits, James, Solicitor, Warwick, & WiLu1AM Hannay, Solicitor, 

Leamington Priors, at Warwick (Tibbits & Hannay). Debts received and 
paid by Tibbits. Mar. 23. 
a sig aaa & GEORGE Unett, Attorneys and Solicitors, Birmingham, 


“Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 


TuespAY, March 24, 1857. 

BaTtEeMAN, Rowianp (who died in July, 1856), Printer, Tooks-ct., Cur 7. 
tor-st., Holborn. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or be- 
fore April 17, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Burges, FRANCIS (who died in Jan. 1857), Tailor, 18 Salisbury-st., Strand. 
Creditors to come in and prove their claims on or before April 17, at 
V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Coorer, THomas (who died in May, 1850), Builder, Derby. Creditors and 
incumbrancers to come in and prove their debts or claims on or before 
April 23, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 


Debts re- 


Norwood. 


Debts 





d), Lanchest Incumbrancers on 
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estate 
called Fell Heads, Crook and Billy Row, Brancepeth, Durham, by 
virtue of any incumbrance created thereon by him, or under him, to 
come in and prove their claims on or before April 18, at V. C. Stuart's 


Chambers. 

Driver, Evizanetu (who died in Jan. 1854), Spinster, formerly of 
late of Greville-pl., Kilburn, Middlesex. Creditors to come in and prove 
their debts on or before April 29, at V. C. Kindersley’s Chambers. 

Ho rorp, GEorGE, sen. (who died in Jan. 1849), Victualler, Eight Bells, 
Cross-st., Christchurch, Surrey. Creditors to come in and prove their’ 
debts on or before April 15, at V. C. Wood’s Chambers. 

Hort, ARTHUR (who died in May, 1840), Gent., Butler-la., Oldham-rd,, 
Manchester. Creditors and incumbrancers to come in and prove their, 
debts or claims on or before April 15, at the Master of the Rolls’ 
Chambers. 

NaTIONAL BRAzILniaAN Mryina AssocratTion.—Creditors or shareholders 
of the association to come in and prove their claims on or before, 
April 15, at V. C. Wood's Chambers. 

Ropp, CHARLES LAVENDER (who died on Feb. 14, 1857), Currier, Bristol, 
Creditors to come in and prove their claims on or before April 25, at 
V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

SaunpeErs, JoHN (who died in Mar. 1852), Yeoman, Daventry, North- 
ampton. Incumbrancers to come in and prove their claims on or 
before May 1, at V. C. Stuart's Chambers. 

WILLIAMS, JouN CaLtHorP (who died in July, 1856), Doctor of Medicine, 
Nottingham. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before 
April 20, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Fripay, March 27, 1857. 

Ba.pock, GEorGE (who died in April, 1835), Victualler, Nightingale 
Public-house, Lisson-grove, Paddington. Creditors to come in and 
prove their debts or claims on or before April 27, at the Master of 
the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Burcess, GEORGE (who died in Sept. 1852), Gent., Cottingham, York- 

shire. Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before April 
21, at V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Coxe, Joun (who died in June, 1845), Farmer, Guanock House, Sutton 
St. Edmunds, Lincolnshire, Creditors to come in and prove their debts 
on or before April 15, at V. C. Wood's Chambers. 

Harris, WILLIAM (who died in April, 1856), Farmer, Great Wakering, 
Essex. Creditors and incumbrancers to come in and establish their 
claims and prove their debts on or before April 25, at the Master of the 
Rolls’ Chambers. 

HEWETSON, JOHN (who died in Dec., 1856), Esq., Woburn-sq., St. Pancras, 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts or claims on or before April 
27, at the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers, 

Horner, Wi1.1aM (who died in Dec., 1848), Gent., Pontefract, Yorkshire, 
Creditors to come in and prove their claims on or before April 29, at 
the Master of the Rolls’ Chambers. 

Maxam, Laura (who died in July, 1852), Widow, Southmoor, Berkshire, 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before April 27, at 
V. C. Stuart’s Chambers. 

Scort, Joun (who died in July, 1849), Doctor of Medicine, Bedford- 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before April 15, at V, 
C. Wood’s Chambers. 

Tuomas, JANE (who died in Aug. 1856), Spinster, Cordhelen, Carnarvon. 
Creditors to come in and prove their debts on or before April 25, at 
V. C. Kinderlsey’s Chambers. 


Winting-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TuEsDAY, March 24, 1857, 

ELEctTRIC TELEGRAPH CoMPANY OF IRELAND.—The Master of the Rolls 
peremptorily orders a call of 10s. per share to be made on each contri- 
butory; and the balance, if any, after debiting his account in the 
Company's books with such call, to be paid to the Official Manager, at 
3 South-sq., on Mar. 30, at 12. 

Fray, March 27, 1857. 

Lonpon AND County AssuRANCE Company.—V. C. Kindersley will 
proceed, on April 20, at 11, at his chambers, to settle the list of con- 
tributories. 

METROPOLITAN CARRIAGE ComPANy.—Master Humphry purposes, on 
April 16, at 11, at his chambers, Southampton-bldgs., to make a call 
of 15s. on all contributories. 

NANTLE VALE SLATE Company.—A petition for the dissolution and 
winding-up of this company was, on March 19, presented to the 
Master of Rolls in England, by J. Badenoch, 190 Parrock-st., Gravesend, 
Kent, and will be heard on April 16. 

Roya British BANK.—V. C. Kindersley peremptorily orders a call of 
£75 per share to be made on each contributory settled on the list since 
Jan. 9 last, and the balance (if any) whieh will be due from him after 
debiting his account in the company’s books with such call to be paid 
on or before April 6, to R. P. Harding, Official Manager, 4 Lothbury. 


Scotch Sequestratiang. 
Turspay, March 24, 1857. 

Barr, Joun, Engineer and Iron Shipbuilder, Glasgow. 
Faculty Hall, St. George's-pl., Glasgow. Seq. Mar. 18. 
Dunn, ALEXANDER, & ROBERT ‘Duny, Tinplate _ al Mar. 

27, at 12, Globe Hotel, George-sq., Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 18. 
Smmrsoy, THOMAS, Baker, Grangemouth, Stirling. Mar. 31, at 2, Red 
Lion Hotel, Falkirk. Seg. Mar. 18. 


Fripay, March 27, 1857. 


BROADBENT, WiLt1AM & JosEPH, jun., Wool Merchants, Glasgow, 
Wigtown, and London. Mar. 31, at 11, Crow Hotel, George-square, 
Glasgow. Seg. Mar. 23. 

Frntay, JoHN Rosert, Merchant, Glasgow. April 3, at 12, Globe Hotel, 
George-sq., Glasgow. Seq. Mar. 24. 


Scotch Partnerships Dissolberv. 
TuEsDAY, March 24, 1857, 
LANCASTER, WILLIAM, & JAMES THomAS CoOKNEY (Lancaster, Cookney, 
& Co.), Coal and Iron Masters, Portland Iron Works, Ayrshire. Dec. 31. 
Porteous, JaMEs, & WILLIAM TuRNBULL (Porteous, Turnbull & Co.), 
Hair Cloth Manufacturers, Musselburgh. Debts received and paid by 
Porteous. Mar. 14, 


Mar. 27, at 1, 











